t is 
fabeher ani 
servi teiet 


ba 


eee 
ehets 


seERL DDT 
Titsisineueistel 
ei ster talats 
brary ae 
jeasoe eee 
sede eh cherere te 


tee heehee 


sbehe tent 


ee ae a ee 
I at 
I 


== 


2 
Se + 
a 


o—s- 


os 
Ne ee et le 
LSS SO aa 


> 
ET te 


te a ee ee eer 
a pee aan em ah 8 FO 


a 
aes 
var are 


ee 
shee peeesenes 


a oy 


se 
SEAR 
Et 
o—¢ 
oes 


* 


jm Pap oP Oo 


Ea parr << 
re Si Sse 


a Ome ~ EZ Ee 
Jnee 
em 


Ties 


Tate 
Ja eh oa te ee 


tae reap ae me 
se me ae home Ce 


Symes is 
Sense 
RR eae at : ‘ 


7 oO Onan ee 
aod betel horses 





Les SS ape Aes 
ee ee eat tatee ers 


Ser ee te lets 


1171201 





N 


il 


3 1833 


IT 


un 


228 94 





ES 
MST es py = 
ee > 
See, Ses Se oe eee 
a am gS Te 








tre meee 
Se oe 





a 
1): 


THE COUNTY 
COURTHOUSES 
AND RECORDS 
OF MARYLAND 


Part One: 


The Courthouses 


by MORRIS L. RADOFF 





PUBLICATION NO. 12 

THE HALL OF RECORDS COMMISSION 
STATE OF MARYLAND 

Annapolis, 1960 


Copy number 45a 


Copyright, 1960 

by The Hall of Records 
Commission of the 
State of Maryland 


THE HALL OF RECORDS 
fe cu L 


The Hall of Records of Maryland was built as a part of the tercentenary celebration of 
the landing of the Ark and the Dove and the founding of Lord Baltimore’s colony of Terra 
Mariae. It is located in Annapolis on the corner of College Avenue and St. John’s Street. 
It is controlled and supervised by the Hall of Records Commission, which was created by 
Chapter 18, Acts of 1935, and which is composed ex officio of the Governor, the Comptroller 
of the Treasury, the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals, the Presidents of St. John’s College, 
the Maryland Historical Society, the Board of the Peabody Institute, and The Johns Hopkins 


._ University. The present members of the Hall of Records Commission are Governor J. 


Millard Tawes, the Honorable Louis L. Goldstein, Judge Frederick W. Brune (Chairman), 
Dr. Richard D. Weigle, Senator George L. Radcliffe, William L. Marbury, Esquire, and Dr. 


»\ Milton S. Eisenhower. 
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Every State, county, city, town or other public official in Maryland is permitted to deposit 


iN in the Hall of Records any original papers, official books, records, documents, files, newspapers 
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or printed books, not in current use. He is required to deposit all records in his custody 


wV created before the date of the adoption of the Federal Constitution by Maryland, April 28, 


1788. In addition, the Hall of Records has microfilm copies of much county material after 


AY 1788, including land and court records at least through 1850 and often beyond; and the 
~, major probate series through 1950. Many State agencies have also deposited records post- 
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dating the mandatory period. 


The Records Management program of the State is a responsibility of the Hall of Records 
Commission, as is the operation of Maryland’s two Record Centers. Among its other functions 
the Hall of Records Commission is the historical agency of the State, it compiles and edits 


‘the State’s Manual, and it is a depository of all State publications. 


The Hall of Records will furnish, for a fee, photostatic or microfilm copies of records 
in its custody. All the materials at the Hall of Records except those whose use is specifically 
restricted are available to the public in the Search Room, subject to such regulations for their 
safekeeping as have been adopted by the Hall of Records Commission. Inquiries received by 
mail will be answered if the research required is confined to the use of our extensive indexes ; 
however, no family lines will be traced. The Hall of Records is open to the public Mondays 
through Saturdays. 
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INTRODUCTION 


When this work was undertaken some five years ago, we proposed to complete what the 
Historical Records Survey of the WPA had left undone in Maryland. This project, when it 
finally closed down, had published an Inventory of the County Archives of Maryland for seven 
counties. The remaining sixteen counties and Baltimore City had received some attention but 
not nearly enough to permit subsequent publication by the Hall of Records Commission. As 
time went on, the field notes which we as sponsor of the Project had inherited became useless, 
especially insofar as the location of historical records was concerned—this was due only in 
part to the transfer of records from the counties to the Hall of Records at Annapolis. In 
addition to the listing of records, the HRS described the functions of the recordkeeping 
officers, gave a short sketch of the history of the county and some notes on the county seats 
and courthouses. 


It seemed to us that the county seats and courthouses were ill-treated in these books. 
Because I had edited the three earliest volumes, I knew why this was so; I knew how difficult 
it was to find the necessary information. I concluded, therefore, that an important additional 
service could be rendered to the citizens of Maryland if the county seats and courthouses, 
especially the courthouses—the setting for the records—could be compiled as introductory 
material to a catalogue of the records. Halfway through this task it became obvious that the 
introductory material had become too formidable for its original purpose and that there was 
no choice but to print it separately as a first volume of a two-volume work entitled The County 
Courthouses and Records of Maryland. 


While the Hall of Records now has in its custody one of the finest collections of local 
records in the country at least for the earlier period, it soon became evident that other sources, 
mostly county, had to be found. The footnotes will indicate how diverse and how scattered 
these sources proved to be. And they were enormously mixed in quality because, with a few 
bright exceptions, Maryland has not been so fortunate as some other states in the number and 
quality of its local historians. Moreover, when most of our local histories were being written, 
few original records were available—although, to be sure, on other occasions records then in 
existence have now disappeared. In later years, most of our local historical writing had been 
unblinking borrowing from secondary sources. Few newspapers have been preserved, and 
when they are extant they are scattered through many depositories. Photographs of court- 
houses, even of those still standing or those only recently disappeared, were difficult to find. 
And finally, in this generation there was little interest in—perhaps because of little knowledge 
of—the courthouses. 


Could it be that for this same reason all of the early courthouses have been so lightly 
discarded? Maryland, which suffered little by fire, war or flood or storm, has preserved only 
two courthouses of the eighteenth century, that of Queen Anne’s County, dating from the 
last decade of that century, and one other at Easton, which is now encased in a Georgian 
structure of 1958; while Virginia, which has been ravaged by war, can still boast of a number 
of beautiful courthouses of the Colonial period. 


Needless to say, there are still mysteries to be solved. Some counties because of their 
extreme antiquity, like Somerset, and their indecisive beginnings, are shorn of certain evidence ; 
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some others, like Calvert and St. Mary’s, have suffered losses of records by fire; some others, 
like Montgomery, are lacking in source materials for no clear reason. Whatever has survived 
and come to our notice has been here gathered into one convenient place. 


The time, the effort and the money spent on this task can be justified only if we have done 
it well. For the opportunity to try, the writer is indebted to the Hall of Records Commission, 
the General Assembly and the citizens of Maryland who have supported and encouraged this 
and the other work of the Hall of Records for so many years. 


Morris L. Radoff 
Archivist and Records Administrator 
Annapolis, Maryland 
May 14, 1959 
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ALLEGANY COUNTY 


Allegany County owes its existence to an act of the General Assembly of 1789: 


All that part of Washington County which lies to the westward of Sideling Hill 
Creek, shall be and is hereby erected into a new county by the name of Allegany 
County.! 

Real need for the new county, which derived its name from the Indian word ‘“Oolikhanna,” 
meaning “beautiful stream,” did not arise until after the peace with England. Thereafter, a 
steady stream of immigrants from the north and east took up land in the western mountains, 
some of it bounty paid to officers and men who served with the Maryland troops in the Revo- 
lution. The new county included, in addition to the present Allegany County, the very western- 
most part of Maryland, which in 1872, or almost one hundred years later, became Garrett 
County, the last county to be created in Maryland. 


The same act which erected Allegany County also provided that the seat of county gov- 
ernment be in the town of Cumberland until the voters should have an opportunity formally 
to choose a county town. An effort was made in 1839 to move the seat of justice elsewhere, 
to Wills Creek, when one courthouse was building. Another attempt was made to change the 
county seat in 1893, on the occasion of the burning of another courthouse, this time to Frost- 
burg. But both efforts failed and Cumberland has remained the county seat to this day.’ 


No provision was made in the creating act for a courthouse, perhaps because of the uncer- 
tainty of the county town location, but the same act did require that both the County Court 
and the Orphans’ Court should meet on the first Monday of April, 1791; and so temporary 
quarters for the courts as well as for the other agencies of local government had to be found. 
The first courts were held at the home of John Graham. After that, and until the erection 
of the first proper courthouse, the business of the courts was transacted in the tavern of 
Abraham Faw which was located on the south side of Green Street on Lot No. 10. 


First Courthouse at Cumberland 


A courthouse was authorized by the General Assembly of 1793.* It was to be located on 
the four lots of ground which Thomas Beall, of Samuel, had prudently set aside for this pur- 
pose in 1787, when he surveyed the town by authority of an act of that year.‘ Title to the land 
was vested in the county, apparently without cost, and £600 current money was authorized 
for the courthouse and jail. According to Thomas and Williams the new courthouse was not 
occupied until 1799.2 The same authors describe it as follows: 

It was two stories high, inclusive of the rough stone basement, which served the pur- 
poses of jail and residence for the jailor and his family. The second floor, or upper 
story, which was of brick, was taken up by the court room. The structure was de- 
cidedly unique in its exterior, while its interior was altogether quaint in its arrange- 
ment. The roof was surmounted by a small cupola, in which was suspended a steel 


triangle, played on by a steel hatchet or hammer, worked by a cord in the attic. It was 
rung each morning at nine o’clock, that the court was in session.® 


1 Ch, 29, Acts of 1789. plete in the section dealing with the courthouses of the County, 
9 is € 
2 There are several good sources for the history of Allegany cha i ee 


County the chief of which are J. Thomas Scharf, History of 
Western Maryland, Philadelphia, 1882, Vol. II, pp. 1311-1510, 4 Ch. 27, Acts of 1786. 
and James W. Thomas and T. J. C. Williams, History of 5 Op. cit., p. 128. 
Allegany County, 1923. Thomas and Williams is especially com- 8 Ibid., p. 129. 





Second Courthouse, 1841 
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Annex to the First Courthouse at Cumberland 


This combination courthouse and jail was obviously too small to begin with and it was 
not long, therefore, before the General Assembly was being asked to authorize a levy to build 
record rooms for the Clerk of the Court and the Register of Wills. The sum allowed for this 
purpose, in 1806, was $1,200, and the new offices were ordered built on the public ground near 
the courthouse.’ Both offices were housed in a one-story brick building located on the northeast 
corner lot of the public square, and separated from the courthouse by the width of Johnson 
Street. This office building continued to serve its dual purpose until it was torn down at the 
completion of the second courthouse which provided quarters within its walls for the clerk 
and the register. 


Second Courthouse at Cumberland 


Even with this annex, the courthouse rapidly became too crowded. In 1834, the General 
Assembly, acceding to the request of various citizens of Allegany County, provided that a new 
courthouse could be built, and authorized a levy of $5,000 for this purpose.s The same act 
authorized the building commissioners to close Johnson Street and thereby gain additional 
space on the public grounds if they so desired; and this was done. The act also made it 
possible to hasten the work by permitting a loan to be made at six percent interest in advance 
of the annual courthouse levy of $1,000. As was so often the case, the original appropriation 
proved to be insufficient for the purpose. An Act of Assembly five years later permitted an 
additional levy of $1,000 per year for as many as four years for “finishing and completing 
said court house.’’® 


The new courthouse appears to have been occupied in 1841, but unfortunately, it was 
not yet paid for.'° Some money had been borrowed from school funds, and some of the builders 
and furnishers had not been paid at all. An act which provided for the repayment of the 
school funds and for the payment for work already done, plus $500 to be used to pay for 
work still to be done, was passed in 1848."! 


A full description of this second courthouse is given in Thomas and Williams as follows: 


The courthouse ... was a rectangular building, of brick, two stories in height, 
fronting eighty feet on Washington Street and forty-three and one-half feet in depth. 
The courtroom occupied the center of the building on the first floor and was thirty-five 
by forty feet in size. The clerk’s office and vault were sixteen by twenty feet each, 
separated by a corridor seven feet in width on the east side. The register’s office and 
vault, on the west side, were of the same dimensions as those of the clerks. 


William Strickland, of Philadelphia, an eminent architect and civil engineer, pre- 
pared the plans. The brick work was built under the supervision of Alexander B. 
MacFarlane, chief superintendent of masonry on the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal, who 
was a master of his craft. He erected the groined arches of the fireproof vault. ... 
The excavations for its foundation was not begun until the fall of 1836, and the 
building was not completed and occupied until 1841.'? 


Additions to the Second Courthouse at Cumberland 


Thirty years were to pass before this new courthouse became crowded in its turn. At 
that time the General Assembly was asked for, and it granted, authority to the county com- 
missioners to issue bonds in the sum of $75,000 for enlarging and remodeling the courthouse 
and for building a new jail.** Thomas and Williams estimate that the amount expended on 


7 Ch. 28, Acts of 1806. open and in use by April 28, 1840. See Will H. Lowdermilk, 
History of Cumberland, Washington, 1878, p. 347, 


11 Ch. 210, Acts of 1842. 
® Ch. 56, Acts of 1839. 12 Op, cit., p. 130. 


8 Ch. 89, Acts of 18338. 


10 According to one authority, the courthouse was already 13 Ch, 65, Acts of 1872. 
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Present Cow 


the courthouse was in the neighborhood of $65,000.14 With this money the courthouse was 
enlarged by twenty feet in depth on the south side, the courtroom was removed to the second 
floor, the offices of the clerk of court and register of wills were enlarged and a room for the 
county commissioners was provided. In addition, the appearance of the building, both inside 
and out, was improved and beautified. The architect employed for this purpose was Frank E. 
Davis of Baltimore, and the finished building, to judge from surviving pictures, was hand- 
some and a eredit to him and to the county. 


Unfortunately, this fine structure was not destined to survive. At 1:30 of a cold morning, 
January 5, 1893, the cry of ‘fire! fire!’ was heard in the streets of Cumberland, and soon 
the telltale glow which lighted up the neighboring mountains proved the cry was not false. 
It was the courthouse burning, and nothing that the citizenry or the firefighters of Cumber- 
land were able to do could stem its course until the courthouse was totally gutted. Only the 
vaults in the offices of the clerk of court and the register of wills survived.'® 


Third Courthouse at Cumberland 


After the fire the county court found a home in the council chamber of the city hall; while 
the clerk of the court, the register of wills and the county commissioners took up temporary 
quarters in the Allegany County Academy and in the adjacent house. Work began almost 
immediately to clear the ground and to begin construction on a new seat of justice. Authoriza- 
tion to issue bonds for the courthouse had to wait, however, until the next meeting of the 
General Assembly, early in 1894. At that time an act was passed authorizing the county 
commissioners of Allegany County to issue coupon bonds in the sum of $100,000 “‘to provide 
the means for building and furnishing the new courthouse for said county.’’!® Plans for the 
new building were drawn by a local architect, Wright Butler, and construction was in the 
hands of Garber Brothers, ‘‘a firm of contractors from the South.” The total cost of the 
structure was $97,000. According to Thomas and Williams, 

The laying of the corner stone of the new Court House took place on the 5th of 
October, 1893, and was accompanied with appropriate public ceremonies. The formal 
laying of the stone was in charge of the Masonic fraternity, whilst nearly all the civic 
and fraternal societies of the county took part in the brilliant parade which preceded it. 
And thus has Allegany County built her fourth Temple of Justice.*? 

This courthouse is a typical late Victorian public building, ornate and undistinguished in 
style, but solidly constructed of red brick and native limestone. It measures one hundred and 
eighty feet in length by one hundred and twenty-five in width by seventy-five in height, 
excluding the square steepled tower. It is situated on the site of old Fort Cumberland, over- 
looking the Potomac on one side and Wills Creek on the other. It has changed but little 
since it was first built. In 1916, $15,000 was appropriated for an addition to the office of the 
clerk of court.® In 1925, the quarters of the county commissioners were enlarged and addi- 
tional space was released thereby for the use of various other officers.1? The sum of $50,000 
was authorized for this purpose. 


14 Op. cit., p. 181. 16 Ch, 249. 

15 Accounts of this disastrous fire are to be found in the 7 Op. cit., pp. 131-82. 
Orphans’ Court Proceedings, Liber i, p. 4388, and with great 18 Ch. 480. 
vividness in the Cumberland Sunday Times of January 8, 1893. 19 Ch. 513, Acts of 1924. 





Courthouse at The Ridge, 1683, which “fell down.” 


ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 


The early history of several Maryland counties is still obscure. They are invariably 
among the first counties, and they are also alike in that they all suffered the loss of records. 
Anne Arundel County is a prototype. It was established in 1650 and immediately became a 
battlefield between the Puritan settlers and the Proprietary’s men from St. Mary’s, a state 
of affairs which was not conducive to the holding of courts and the making of records. A half 
century later, all such records as had been created were destroyed by fire. Some effort has 
already been made to locate the various county seats from scattered evidence, but a closer 
examination of the same material has dispelled some—but not all—of the mystery hereto- 
fore accepted as impenetrable, and new material not heretofore accessible has helped as well. 


The legal origin of the county is found in Chapter 7 of the Acts of the General Assembly 
of 1650, April term, as follows : 


An Act for the erecting of Providence into a County by the name of Annarundell 
County. 


Be it Enacted by the Lord Prop'Y by and with the assent & approbaéon of the 
Upper and Lower House of this Assembly That that part of the Province of Maryland 
on the west side of the Bay of Chessopeack over against the Isle of Kent formerly 
called by the name of Providence by the Inhabitants there resideing and inhabiting this 
yeare shall from henceforth bee erected into a Shire or County by the name of Anna- 
rundell County, And by that name hereafter to bee ever called. 


County government was initiated by an order of Governor Stone of July 30, 1650, appoint- 
ing the following Commissioners: James Homewood, Thomas Meares, Thomas Marsh, George 
Puddington, Matthew Hawkins, James Merryman and Henry Catlyn. Among other things, 
they were ordered to “appoint Courts to be kept within and for the Sd County. ...” ? 


Court at Annapolis 


No doubt a court was “appointed” and the names of its members recorded in the first 
volume of the Judgment Record which was lost in the fire of 1704. That the place chosen 
was Annapolis we learn, however, from a deposition of 1658, found in the archives of the 
Provincial Court. The clerk records that the deponent ‘“Saith That beinge At a Court at 
Sciverne some time aboute ffower or five yeares since... .’’* In December of the previous year 
the same court clerk entered the notation ‘“‘Whereas by former Judgment at Severne... .’ 4 


Some sort of crisis occurred in the year 1658 for on July 12 of that year the Council 

toke into debate the settlement of the Court for the County of Ann arundell & the 
defects in the former Commission. And Ordered That William Burges Thomas Meares 
Robert Burle Thomas Todde Roger Crosse Thomas Howell Richard Wells, Richard 
Ewen John Brewer Anthony Salway & Richard Woolman Gent should be comrs for 
the said County & that they should by the Sherriffe be summoned to appeare on the 
22th Instant at the house of Mr Edward Lloyd to take the oath of Commissioners & 
Justices of the Peace; and that the 23th Instant should be the first court day.°® 


1 Archives of Maryland, 67 Vols., Baltimore, Maryland His- 2 [bid., III, 257-58. 
torical Society, 1883—, I, 292. This work is hereafter referred ST bed sella, LSS 
to as Arch. of Md. The same Act is numbered ‘8” in Thomas 4 Ibid., 5. 

Bacon, Laws of Maryland At Large, Annapolis, 1765. 5 Ibid., III, 348. 





First State House at Annapolis, 1697 


Whether there had been an interruption of the court proceedings before this action of 
the Council is not known. We can be sure, however, that the court met only ten days later and 
that the place of meeting was Annapolis, for on July 23, the Council, which was then meeting 
in “Ann Arundel,” notes the following example of the exercise of one of the Governor’s 
prerogatives, namely, to sit as a judge in the county courts: 

This morneing was sworne Of his Lordship Councell Mr Edward Lloyd and from 
the Councell went to assist the Governor at the County Court.® 

From evidence of the same kind we learn that the court was still meeting in Annapolis 
or “Severne” in November 1661.’ 


First Courthouse at The Ridge 


Annapolis seems to have continued as the seat of justice until well into the next decade, 
when The Ridge for a brief moment became second only to St. Mary’s City as a center of 
governmental activity of all kind. In 1679/80, for example, this little hamlet which lay a few 
miles south of South River, near the present post office of Butlers, was host to meetings of 
the General Assembly and to the Council. There is also substantial evidence in the records of 
the Provincial Court that the county court met there. One example will suffice: 

Att a County Court of the Right Hono?! Charles Calvert held att the Ridge in 
Anne Arundell County on the Ninth day of March in the ffourth year of his Lord- 
ships Dominion and Annoq. Domini 1679/80... .* 

The county court meetings at The Ridge were held until late in 1683 at the inn kept by 
John Larkin, while the Council met for at least part of the time in the house of Colonel Thomas 
Taillor. In the meanwhile, the building of a permanent courthouse, the first in the county, 
was undertaken. On September 17, 1681, a “Petition of Ann Arundell County” was before 
the General Assembly which set forth: “that they had Expended a great Deale of Tobacco for 
Building a Court house which had not been performed by the Undertakers,....” ° 


Some solution to the problem was apparently reached, for the courthouse seems to have 
been completed and put in use. It looks very much like this courthouse was still in use on 
October 2, 1683, for on that day the clerk of the Upper House notes that, ‘‘The Members of 
the Lower house were called to the Upper house being the Room over the Court Room where 
his lordship the Lord Proprietary Declares to them... .” 1° It seems entirely unlikely that a 
small country inn would have two meeting rooms. In any case, if this was the courthouse, 
it had only about a day of life left, for on October 4, 1683: 

John Larkin and Richard Broughton sent for by the Doorkeeper to appear before 
this house about the Court house here in Ann Arundell County which fell Down They 
Appeared and Ordered that the Clerk of the said County Capt Hauslop bring before this 
house the Agreement (or the Record of it) made about Building the same.. .'! 

It has not been possible to follow the peregrinations of the court for a few years following 
1683, but since the Governor and Council continued to meet at The Ridge and at Mr. Larkin’s 
or Colonel Taillor’s through 1685, it is a fair assumption that the Anne Arundel County Court 
met at the same place and at the same hostelries. 


Courthouse at Londontown 


We are on sure ground again when we arrive at the year 1689. During that year and for 
a few years thereafter the court met at Londontown which was then enjoying a minor real 


6 Ibid., 352. 9 Arch. of Md., VII, 186. 
7 Ibid., 456. 10 Tbid., 447. 
8 Provincial Court, Judgments, W. C., Part 1, 262, Ms., Hall 11 Tbid., 449. 


of Records. Unless otherwise noted, reference to Ms. means the 
manuscript is located in the Hall of Records. 
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estate and shipping boom. It is a ghost town now, the only remaining building being the 
County Almshouse, located on the south shore of South River close by the present South River 
Bridge.'? The year 1689 is fixed by a minute of the Council as follows: 


The Deposition of John Hammond of Anne Arundle County Gentleman Sworn, 
saith that at August Court in the yeare 1689 at London Towne. .. .1% 


We know that some sort of building was set aside for the court during its stay in London- 
town for in a conveyance of land of 1699 between John Larkin, grantor, and John Baldwin, 
grantee, we find the following: 


.. all those two Lotts of ground to him belonging in London Towne in the said County 
Together with all houses outhouses ... excepted ... the Twenty five foot house where- 
in the Court was formerly held as also as much ground besides between the said house 
and the water as shall be sufficient to erect and build a Twenty foot house upon." 


We know nothing further about this building. 


Return to Annapolis: Courthouse in the First State House 


The General Assembly moved to fix the county seat at Annapolis, May 8, 1695, when a 
law to accomplish that purpose was passed. Since this Act of Assembly set up a unique 
arrangement between county and State, it merits being cited in full: 


An Act for setling Anne Arundell County Court att the Porte of Annapolis within 
the same County. 


Forasmuch as there is not any good Court house built and fitted for the County 
of Ann Arundell, And That the Provinciall Court is now by Law Established to be 
held and kept forever hereafter att the Porte of Annapolis on the River of Seavern 
within the same County where there is and must of necessity be a Court house for 
the publick Service of this Province built which may be Sufficient for holding the 
County Courts in also and thereby the County saved the Charge of building a County 
Court house and the said Porte of Annapolis propagated and encreased Be it therefore 
Enacted by the King and Queen’s most Excellent Maties by and with the Advice and 
Consent of this present Gen!! Assembly and the Authority of the same That the 
Justices of the County Court of Ann Arundell County do att theire next meeting in 
their County Court adjourn themselves from the place the same Court shall be held 
to the Porte of Annapolis upon Seavern River in Ann Arundell and there att the said 
Porte in the Court house of the Province hold and keep the said County Court and 
so all County Courts for the s? County shall forever hereafter be held and kept att 
the said Porte of Annapolis att Seavern River aforesaid in Ann Arundell County afore- 
said & att no other place whatsoever in the said County and that the Records of the 
said County be removed to the s‘ Porte there to be kept, and also that the Church to be 
built and Erected for the Parish in which the said Porte of Annapolis is shall be built 
and erected within the said Porte in such place and part thereof as to his Excellency 
the present Govern" shall be thought fitt and Convenient, which shall forever here- 
after be Denominated Called and Known by the name of the Porte of Annapolis and 
by no other name or Distinction whatever.'® 


The last possible date of transfer from Londontown to Annapolis is fixed by an item in 
the Proceedings of the Assembly for October 12 of the same year: 


George Slacum his accompt examined for bringing the Cage Whipping post pillory 
and Stone from London Towne to Annapolis referred to the County for his pay, being 
the proper goods of the County.'® 


The last proved meeting of the court at Londontown was March 31, 1694/95, because a 
transcript of part of that session, including the date and place of meeting, appears in the 
Vestry Minutes of St. James’ Parish for that year." 


12 A history of Londontown has been prepared by Henry J. 14 A, A. Co. Deeds, W. H. No. 4, 168-69, Ms. 
Berkley, ~Londontown On South River, Anne Arundel County, 15 Arch. of Md., XIX, 208-09. 
Md.,” Maryland Historical Magazine, XIX, 184-41. This pub- : 
lication is hereafter referred to as Md, Hist. Mag. 16 Ibid., 265. 

13 Arch. of Md., VIII, 196. 17 Record, St. James’ Parish, A. A. Co., f. 1, Ms. 
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Before the State House or, as it was sometimes called, the Court House, in Annapolis 
was completed, the General Assembly and the other agencies of the Colonial government met 
in private homes or inns and the County Court probably did the same, although there are no 
records extant to prove this. 


When the State House was nearing completion, the General Assembly passed an act 
allotting space for the various offices of province, county and town. The title to the act 
and the part relevant to Anne Arundel County follow: 


An Act Directing and appointing to what use the severall Rooms in the State 
house in the Town and Porte of Annapolis shall be applyed to. 


Whereas this Province hath been att a great Charge and Expences in the building 
of a State house or a Publick house of Judicature att this Porte of Annapolis which is 
now allmost finished and Compleated and to the end that the said house and the 
Severall rooms and apartments therein may in time present and to Come be applyed 
and appropriated to the uses and purposes the same was Designed for and no other 


Be it Enacted by the Kings most Excellent Ma‘’ by and with the Advice and 
Consent of this present Generall Assembly and the Authority of the Same That the 
said State house and the Severall Rooms and appartments therein for the time present 
and to Come be and is hereby Appointed and Appropriated to the uses and purposes 
hereafter mentioned and no other that is to say the great Room below staires for 
Courts and Assemblys to sitt in... the two Rooms on the Right hand in the upper 
Loft one for the County Clark to keep the County Records in... .1% 

It is also known that the Anne Arundel County Court held its meetings in the State 
House, at least as early as March of 1697/98.° However, there is no evidence as to the room 
which was allotted for its use. The Clerk of the County, as we have seen, was given one of the 
loft rooms and, of course, the court might have met here, but since this room was no doubt 
extremely small, that is not likely. It is more probable that it met in “the great Room below 
staires for Courts and Assemblys to sitt in... .” It might easily have been arranged for the 
Anne Arundel County Court to meet when the Provincial Court or the Assembly was not in 
session. In any case, there is no record that the court met anywhere else and there is at least 
one bit of evidence which may be interpreted to mean that the meeting place of the Anne 
Arundel County Court and the General Assembly was the same. I quote from the Minutes of 
the County Court for September 12, 1704: 


Whereupon the Court considering the great inconvenience that will attend their 
sitting to proceed upon any business because of the assemblies now sitting which is 
likely to continue a considerable time adjourned til the second Tuesday of November 
next.7° 


Courthouse in the Second State House 


On the night of October 18, 1704, this first combination State House and Courthouse 
burned. The building, with the exception of the walls, was a total loss. Some of the records 
of the State government were lost 7! as were all of the county records with the exception of 
the current volumes of the court and land records which perhaps were out of the office during 
the night of the fire. After an examination of the ruins, the General Assembly decided that it 
would be feasible to rebuild the State House on the foundations of the one which had burned. 
We do not know when this work was completed but we believe that by the end of 1706 the 
building had been reoccupied.” 


Since the General Assembly did not make a reallotment of space, and since the building 
was constructed on the old foundations, it may be assumed that it was of the same size as the 


18 Arch. of Md., XIX, 594-95. Ch. 6, Acts of 1697. 22 For an account of this and other state houses see Morris 


19 [bid., XXII, 102. March 28, 1697/98. L. Radoff, Buildings of The State of Maryland at Annapolis, 
20 Judgments, G, 612, Ms. Annapolis, 1954, 


21 Arch. of Md., XXXIV, 679. 
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first and that space was allotted as formerly. That would mean that the Anne Arundel County 
Clerk of the Court had another loft room and that the Court probably met in the large court- 
room downstairs. Since there is no contemporary description of the building we must be 
satisfied with the nineteenth-century description of Ridgely : 


. . . It is described as having been a neat brick building. It was in form an oblong 
square, entered by a hall—opposite to the door of which was the judges’ seat, and on 
each side there were rooms for the jurys to retire. Over the judges’ seat was a full 
length likeness of Queen Anne, presenting a printed charter of the city of Annapolis. 
In this house the general assembly held its sessions. A Handsome cupola surmounted 
the building, surrounded by balustrades, and furnished with seats for those who desired 
to enjoy the beautiful scenery around.** 


This reconstructed State House was badly spoken of by travellers to Annapolis. It 
apparently was much too small for its purpose and soon was quite neglected. Among those 
who commented on its sad appearance was Thomas Jefferson, who saw the building in 
May 1766. His description follows: 


I will now give you some account of what I have seen in this metropolis. The 
assembly happens to be sitting at this time. Their upper and lower house, as they call 
them, sit in different houses. I went into the lower, sitting in an old courthouse, 
which, judging from it’s form and appearance, was built in the year one.** 


Another witness was William Eddis, who was in Annapolis in 1769: 


The court-house, situated on an eminence at the back of the town, commands a 
variety of views highly interesting; the entrance to the Severn, the majestic Chesa- 
peake, and the eastern shore of Maryland, being all united in one resplendant assem- 
blage. Vessels of various sizes and figures are continually floating before the eye; 
which, while they add to the beauty of the scene, excite ideas of the most pleasing 
nature. 


In the court-house, the representatives of the people assemble, for the dispatch of 
provincial business. The courts of justice are also held here; and here, likewise, the 
public offices are established. This building has nothing in its appearance expressive 
of the great purpose to which it is appropriated; and by a strange neglect is suffered 
to fall continually into decay; being, both without and within, an emblem of public 
poverty, and at the same time a severe reflection on the government of this country, 
which, it seems, is considerably richer than the generality of the American provinces.?° 


Courthouse in The Council Chamber 


The seat of county government remained in this combination State House and Courthouse 
until 1769 when the building was torn down to make way for a new one, but the new building, 
the present State House, was never occupied or used by the officials of Anne Arundel County. 
Instead, the General Assembly assigned to the use of the county a small building adjacent 
to the State House: 


And be it further Enacted That after the said Stadt House shall be built and 
finished as aforesaid the House in which the Upper House of Assembly usually sits 
and the Room thereto Adjoining commonly called the Conference Chamber shall be 
and are hereby vested in the Justices for the Time being of Ann Arundel County to 
and for the use of the same County and the City of Annapolis in which House the 
County Court of that County shall from Time to Time be Held and the same House 
shall to every Intent and purpose thenceforth be deemed the County Court House of 
the said County and the Records of the same Court shall be hereafter kept in the said 
Room called the Conference Chamber and at all Times when the said County Court 
shall not be sitting the Mayors Court and the Meetings of the Corporation of the 
City of Annapolis may be held in the said House.”® 


23 David Ridgely, Annals of Annapolis, Baltimore, 1841, The same author notes that the State House had been struck 


106-07. by lightning and set afire June 24, 1756, but the damage ap- 
24 Arch. of Md., LXI, xv. pears to have been slight, p. 119. 
25 Elihu S. Riley, The Ancient City, Annapolis, 1887, p. 81. 26 Ch. 14, Acts of 1769. 
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Courthouse in County Building 


For fifty years the County continued to use this building. Then, in 1820, the General 
Assembly felt that the time had come for the two governments to be finally separated and it 
resolved: ‘That it is inexpedient and improper, to suffer the register of wills or the clerk 
of Anne Arundel county court, to occupy rooms in the public buildings as offices, and that the 
governor and council be requested to direct the said officers to remove their books and papers 
before the first day of August next.” °7 


At the next session of the General Assembly an act was passed authorizing the construc- 
tion of a county-owned courthouse.** The building was completed in 1824, and it still stands 
but it has undergone many changes. It was remodeled in 1892, and some parts of it were made 
fire-resistant in 1925.°° An addition was authorized by Chapter 190 of the Acts of 1949 which, 
when completed in 1952, altogether dwarfed the original building. The disparity in size of 
the two buildings now joined together is indicated in part by the fact that the old building 
cost $12,000; the annex, $910,000.*° Earle S. Harder and Leonard Dressel, Jr., of Glen Burnie 
Maryland, were architects for the annex; the general contractors were The Mullan Contracting 
Company of Baltimore. 





27 Proceedings, House of Delegates, December Session 1819, 29 Louis Dow Scisco, ‘‘Colonial Records of Anne Arundel 
pe l2e. County,’’ Md. Hist. Mag., XXII, 62-67. 
28 Ch. 67, Acts of 1820. 80 These figures are taken from an article of Dorothy S. Kirk- 


ley which appeared in the Maryland Gazette, April 9, 1953. 
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BALTIMORE COUNTY 


‘ 


Like several other counties whose establishment dates from the same period, the origin 
of Baltimore County is unknown. It is likely, however, that since the other counties of the 
last half of the seventeenth century were created by executive action, Baltimore County also 
owes its origin either to a proclamation of the governor or an order in council now lost. We 
are certain that the county was in existence before January 12, 1659/60, because on that day 
an order was issued to the sheriff to arrange for the election of burgesses to represent Balti- 
more County for the first time at the next session of the General Assembly.! Baltimore County 
as then constituted was enormous, including as it did the present counties of Harford, Carroll, 
Baltimore and Baltimore City, and parts of Cecil, Anne Arundel and Howard. It was reduced 
to its present size by 1851 when Baltimore City was made into a political entity closely 
resembling that of a county.” 


Courthouse at Baltimore on Bush River 


Unfortunately, the oldest court records have long since disappeared, and it seems impos- 
sible from other sources to determine whether there was a fixed place of meeting or even any 
real court sittings, except for the purpose of recording instruments, before 1674. In that year 
the General Assembly passed an act requiring that each county that had not already done so 
provide itself with a courthouse and jail.* This order was not obeyed immediately in Balti- 
more County because 


His Lordships Commissioners for Baltimore County being Divided in their Opinions 
touching the most Convenient Place for Building a Court house & Prison in the said 
County (in pursuance of an Act for a Court house and Prison in every County) and 
Captain Thomas Todd Exhibiting his Petition to the Upper house and praying Some 
certain Order and Direction of this house touching the Place for Erecting the s¢ Build- 
ings, This house doth Conceive that the most Convenient Place for the same will be 
the head of Gunpowder River on the North Side and therefore it is hereby Ordered 
that the Commissioners for the said County do take Notice hereof and appoint the 
Erecting the said Buildings in the Place here ascertained.* 


There is no evidence in contemporary records of the exact location of the courthouse until 
some years later.’ In 1683, the General Assembly passed an act for the advancement of trade 
in which it was directed that a town be laid out “on Bush River on the Town Land near the 
Court House.” * This indicates beyond a reasonable doubt that the order of the Upper House 
directing that the courthouse be built on Gunpowder River was disobeyed.’ 


According to Judge Ritchie, the location on Bush River was within the bounds of old 


1 Arch. of Md., I, 381. This account, through the first two Upper House cited above because he found that no action was 


courthouses of Baltimore County, owes much to Albert Ritchie, taken by the Lower House and no act was passed. He did not 
“The Early County Seats and Court Houses of Baltimore understand that the Council sitting as an Upper House was 
County,’”’ Md. Hist. Mag. I, 3-15, 99-112. just as likely to issue orders in council as if it were sitting as 


the Council. He is skeptical of the efficacy of the Act of 1674 
cited above because he thought it was repealed by Chapter 2 of 
the Acts of 1676. This was not the case: this act is divided 
into two parts, acts to be repealed and acts to be made perma- 
ment. Chapter 16 of the Acts of 1674 falls into the latter 


2 The reader will find details of these subtractions from Balti- 
more County in the chapters devoted to the counties named 
above or, better, in Edward B. Mathews, The Cownties of Mary- 
land, Baltimore, The Johns Hopkins Press, 1907. 


3 Ch. 16, Acts of 1674. category. 

4 Arch. of Md., II, 430. Feb. 30, 1674/75. € Ch. 5. 

5 At this point Judge Ritchie fell into several errors in using 7 But it is possible, if not probable, that some sort of tem- 
his sources: he does not put any store in the order of the porary courthouse was used on Gunpowder River, 


Li, 


Baltimore which appears as early as 1670 on Augustine Herman’s Map.’ We know for a 
curious reason that the courthouse stood on land of William Osborne which was on Bush River 
and probably at this location. For some reason Osborne had neglected to convey the land 
properly to the commissioners of the county when the courthouse was built. He was sum- 
moned by the court to remedy the omission in 1683,° and he did appear the following Sep- 
tember 4 and in open court acknowledged the transfer.” 


In any case, in 1676, it was ordered by the Council that an ordinary be kept at the court- 
house in Baltimore County which would indicate that it was finished or nearly so by that time.” 


We do not know who built the courthouse, of what it was made, or how much it cost. 
We do know, however that in 1683, the June Court ordered Sheriff Miles Gibson “to Imploy 
Carpenters for repairing the Courthouse & likewise to take care for the Sitting up the pillory 
and stocks.” 12 Two years later at the November Court, 1685, the levy included 1,500 pounds 
of tobacco “for the carpenter for pulling down the dormant windows of the Court house and 
coursing the same well with good boards and sap drawne out and for nailes.” !* Perhaps there 
is enough evidence here to indicate that the building was now in sufficient disrepair to justify 
its abandonment. There were also many who found its location inconvenient. By 1686, such 
complaints as these might have been translated into a petition to the Council to move the 
courthouse to a point on the south side of Winter’s Run “neere the path that goes from the 
Potomac to the Susquehannoh Rivers.” The Council deferred action on this petition until the 
sheriff and other leading citizens of Baltimore County who were then in St. Mary’s could be 
consulted. Nothing further is heard of this demarche.'* But a move seemed inevitable. 


The records of the court provide an almost perfect account of the last years of this 
courthouse on Bush River. Ritchie found a suit in which Thomas Heath, innkeeper, asked that 
the estate of Thomas Long, late sheriff, be required to pay him the sums levied in 1687, 1688 
and 1689 for the entertainment of the justices.'° In the proceedings of the August Court of 
1693, a certain Richard (?) was indicted for perjury committed in 1691 before Their Majesties’ 
Justices ‘‘at the Court house in Gunpowder Hundred,” indicating that the new location, if not 
the new courthouse, was already in use at that time.’® In 1693, Thomas Long was indicted for 
threatening to burn this old courthouse.’’ In the June session of court of 1695, the justices 
asked for bids on “the late Court house and land adjoining at Bush River.’”’ Whereupon it was 
sold to John Ferry for four thousand pounds of tobacco.'® 


Courthouse on the Gunpowder River 


There has been preserved an almost day-by-day account of the construction of the court- 
house which apparently was begun soon after the move to the Gunpowder. It is interesting 
enough to be repeated here in some detail because it is so typical of the difficulties of the 
justices in getting things done and their travail in meeting in temporary homes and in 
composing the hostile interests of their constituents. 


Ritchie has found that Michael Judd was the contractor in 1692, and in that year he 
subcontracted with Mathias Jewell to get the courthouse frame up by the next March Court 


8 The proof is complicated and is perhaps not conclusive ; 13 Jbid., p. 370. 
the reader will find it in the articles cited above. 14 Arch. of Md., V, 478, 474. 

® Baltimore County Court Records, Liber D, f. 41, Ms. 15 Op. cit., p. 104. 

10 Ibid, f. 49. In the proceedings of the Baltimore County 16 Ritchie, op. cit., p. 105, and Baltimore County Court 
Court for March Term 1772, we find this curious petition: Records, F. No. 1, £. 497. 
“James Phillips petitioner for Commission on part of a Tract 17 For this reference and much about the second courthouse 
of Land called Covent Garden whereon the Court House of this I am indebted to the Reverend George B. Scriven for the use 
County Originally Stood.” (Liber 1772, 1775-1781, f. 6.) The of his manuseript article, “Baltimore County’s Second Court- 
writer finds no ready explanation for this statement. house.” 

11 Arch. of Md. XV, p. 78. 18 Ritchie, p. 9. 

412 Tbid., De 49.0 0 ere 
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and ‘to fall, mall and saw the tymber for the said court house.” 1° Judd also received sums 
each year for ‘House room,” “Clerk’s office and house,” for “rent of office’ and other items 
indicating the temporary state of the seat of justice and also the fact that county government 
was in fact seated on Judd’s place. The next mention of the courthouse is found in March 
Court 1694 when Judd contracts with Edward Jones to finish the building: to find timber and 
boards, to make a partition and doors, to put up the window frames and weatherboard the 
house. At the same time, Judd agrees to bring the timber from the landing and to get up 
the rafters.”° ; 


But Judd was still not out of the woods. On November 12, 1694, he is summoned before 
the impatient justices and required to post bond to finish the courthouse by the last day of the 
following August. The amount of the bond was 24,000 pounds of tobacco, the price of the 
building, 12,000 and of the land, 800 pounds. Unfortunately, he did not finish on time, where- 
upon the grand jury at November Court reproached him severely for his tardiness. Judd 
excused himself, and he was granted an extension until March 31, 1696, but at the same time 
the amount of his bond was doubled. Since the levy for that year carried the funds for both 
the building and grounds and nothing further is heard of Judd’s problems, we can assume 
that this time the job was done, or so near done that the county justices did not think it 
worthwhile to penalize him further. In any case, we can be certain that the building was 
finished and occupied before February 4, 1697/98, for shortly before that date the justices 
certified to the Governor that such was the case.”' It is likely that a note in the court records 
of September 1694 fixes more exactly the date when the courthouse was first used however 
unfinished: “The Court is adjourned unto the Court House up the Hill.” * And thereafter 
the intolerable necessity of paying rent was relieved. Until then ‘“‘the poor county [groaned] 
under the burden it lies under.”’ 7° 


In the meanwhile, at March Court 1693, one of the justices was ordered to have built a 
clerk’s office ten foot square for ‘‘the securing of the records” and also a cage of the same 
dimensions near ‘‘the appointed place for the court house.” Judd received the contract at 
2,500 pounds of tobacco for the office, and Thomas Litten built the cage for 800 pounds.” That 
the repository for the records was actually built is proved by a report of a legislative com- 
mittee of March 10, 1697/8, as follows: 

The Com™ of Baltemore County have built a small Room att a little distance from 

the Court house where the Records are to be kept in the Court house is a wooden 

Chimney but no ordinary within four hundred yards of it.?° 
That the prison or cage, fifteen feet square, was also built on the same plot of ground is 
attested by the certification of the justices already cited. 


The exact location of this courthouse has long been a matter of speculation and con- 
troversy. It has only recently been pinpointed: ‘It stood on the eastern third of ‘Simm’s 
Choice,’ was close to and northward from the ‘Wee Bit’ and was ‘up the Hill.’ ’”’ The ‘Wee Bit” 
lay at the point of Gunpowder Fork and about midway between Great and Little Falls.*° 


Courthouse at Joppa 


The removal of the county seat to Joppa in 1712 was fraught with incredible difficulties. 
Apparently there was agitation as early as 1706 for a change, and at that time a town was set 





19 Court Record, F. No. 1, f. 341; Ritchie, pp. 107-08. 22 Seriven, op. cit. 
20 Ibid, G. No. 1, f. 30; Ritchie, p. 108. 23 Tbid. 
21 This certification is found in Baltimore County Court 24 Ritchie, p. 108. 


Records, Liber I. S. No. I. K., f. 214; this item was transcribed 
from Liber H. H. No. G, now lost. The certification is not 
dated but is found among thirty pages of transcription preced- 26 Scriven, op, cit, 
ing an item dated as above. 


25 Arch. of Md., XXII, 102, 
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up on Forster Neck on the Gunpowder which seems to have been at least someone’s choice 
for the new county seat.2" But the act erecting this town was disallowed by Queen Anne, and 
in any case, enthusiasm for it as a county town seems to have waned by the next year, if 
indeed it had ever existed. In 1707, an act was passed providing that Forster Neck should 
be deserted ‘And in lieu thereof, 50 Acres to be erected into a Town on a Tract of Land on 
the same River, Belonging to Anne Felks, and called Taylor’s Choice, and the Court-house to 
be built there.” ** Queen Anne disallowed this act too, but it took some time before her royal 
pleasure was known on the banks of the Gunpowder. It is certain the news had not reached 
Annapolis by November 1709, for on that day a petition of some inhabitants of Baltimore 
County for removal of the courthouse was read and debated. It was then “Carryed by 
Majority of Votes that the Court House for that County continue where it is settled by 
Law.” ** Ten days later a bill was introduced for building a courthouse in Baltimore County 
which was summarily rejected because the “Supplementary Act for Towns [The Act then 
being considered by Queen Anne and subsequently rejected] have sufficient provided already 
to treat with Workmen and build the same.” °° 


The General Assembly was either of two minds at this point or it did not understand 
exactly what it was doing. But on the Gunpowder the contest was being fought between rivals 
who knew exactly what they were doing. The party in favor of moving was led by Colonel 
James Maxwell who was a Justice of the Quorum, a member of the Legislative delegation, the 
owner of the land on which it was proposed to build the new courthouse, and an aspirant— 
successful as it turned out—to be the “undertaker” of the new building. On the other side 
were those who had a vested interest in keeping the seat of judgment where it was and this 
group was led by Richard Colegate. 


The contest appeared in the records of the county for the first time at November Court 
1709 when a levy of 40,000 pounds of tobacco was voted toward building the courthouse in 
“The Towne of Joppa: vulgarly called Gunpowder Towne which Said Mr. Richard Colegate 
wholy dissented to &c.”*1 At March Court next a contract was entered into with Colonel 
Maxwell to build the courthouse but the clerk was careful to say that this decision was made 


by a majority vote: 


The Majoroty of this Court now Setting doe agree with Coll. James Maxwell of 
Baltimore County Gent. to build a Courthouse at the Towne of Joppa: Commonly 
known by the name of Gunnpowder Towne on these Dimentions following and the 
abovesaid Gent doth agree to give unto the said James Maxwell One hundred Twenty 
five Thousand pounds of Tobaccoe for the performance & the Accomplishing the same 
the Said James Maxwell doth bind himself and his heirs Exects &c in the Sume of 
Two hundred and fifty Thousand pounds of Tobaccoe to perfect the same with all 
Expedition And the above payment of One hundred Twenty five Thousand pounds of 
Tobaccoe is to be paid unto the Said James Maxwell in three payments the last 
collection to be made in the Yeare One Thousand Seaven hundred and Eleven and for 
the Forty Thousand pounds of Tobaccoe allready leavied its ordered by the Court 
here Setting that the Sherriff pay unto the abovesaid James Maxwell when he shall 
require it towards the Carrying on the building abovesaid &c viz The Dementions of 
the Courthouse are as follows— 


Thirty five foot long from outside to outside Twenty four foot wide from outside 
to outside Thirteen foot pitch and one foot on Each side overjetted the lower floore 
laid with Bricks The Justices Seat to be four foot wide and four foot high with a 
passage up to the said Seat on Each End a barr under the Judges Seat Eight foot 
Square with one more round that fiveteen foot wide and Eleven and a halfe foot long 
all the barrs and Seat of Justice to be with railes & Bannisters with a Gallery on 
Each side Six foot and Halfe high fiveteen foot long and four foot wide to be with 
railes and Bannisters Assending by plank Steps with Two windows at the End Six 


27 Ch. 14, Acts of 1706. 30 Tbid., p. 456. 
28 Ch. 16, Acts of 1707. UB Ya I IS, IMG, SES Wiper Wei, Nerina Oh Big TD WEF: 


29 Arch. of Md., XXVII, 421. 
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foot high from outside to outside of the frame and four and a halfe foot wide four 
windows more below Staires of the Said Dementions to be placed at the discretion of 
the builder Assending above by a p" Staires with railes and Bannisters a Grand Jury 
room above thirteen and a halfe foot long with a passage from the Staires to the 
Room four foot wide another petition from the Grand Jury room to be Twelve foot 
which will make the Grand Jury room be thirteen and halfe foot long and Twenty foot 
wide and the petty Jury room Twelve foot long and Sixteen foot wide the Clerks 
Office Eight foot wide and Sixteen foot long with a window at Each End of the house 
four Dormant windows Two on Each Side five foot high and four foot wide the End 
windows of the Same bigness to be placed at the discretion of the builder all the 
petitions abovestaires to be with Inch pine plank plained on both sides and aged with a 
Large p" of folding doors to come into the Courthouse belowstaires with all other 
Necessarys as doors Locks Keys Hinges Glass—windows with shetters window high 
with a Table in Every room with benches all round the barrs and a Table in the 
Eight foot barr: to be lathed plastered and w" washed below Staires with Summer 
and Small Gice the rafters to be four and Six inches all abovestaires to be Seald with 
Inch pine plank the Gable Ends to be carryed up with brick the wall to be Eighteen 
Inches thick the foundation laid with Stone Two foot thick to the Water Table and 
then Eighteen Inches thick all the way up the Gable End above girt to be fourteen 
Inches thick to be plastered and whitewasht to be Shingled with poplar or Cypress 
the back of the Justices Seat: to be wainscoated four foot high above the Seat with a 
chaire for the Judge Two Chairs for the Cryer The Gallerys to be lathed plastered and 
wtwasht underneath with Folding Casements for the Two End windows below and one 
Casement in Each window below with Cornish and moulding all round the Eves with 
forms to Every Table abovestaires all the abovesaid building &c to be performed in 
good Sufficient manner and time —*? 


But Colonel Maxwell had not yet won. The battle shifted back to Annapolis where a new 
tactic was tried. It was decided in the Lower House on October 30, 1710, that a bill should be 
passed to settle the question of move or stay by a vote of the freeholders of the county, but 
since nothing is heard of this bill in the Upper House it must have failed somewhere before 
it reached that exclusive body.** Now the Grand Jury took up the fight in the local area. At 
November Court 1710 it presented this protest to Her Majesty’s Justices: 

We of the Grand Jury being unfeignedly sensible of the Conveniencies of the 
Court house as it is now appointed by Act of Assembly & by the Majority of the Court 
& dreading the Effects of its Removal Some preliminaries being made towards its 
Removal the Consequence of w*" will reduce us to the Lowest Ebb of Poverty & being 
desirous it may Stand & be where it is do humbly & heartily crave of this Court what 
lies in their power to prevent it as being a palpable Notorious Greevance to this 
County & that a Record of this our most humble Remonstrance may be made thereof.*# 

The justices replied by ordering that 45,000 pounds of tobacco be levied immediately 
“towards the building of the New Court house as also the sum of Six hundred pounds of 
Tobacco for the Lot of Ground whereon it is to be built... .”’ *° But the justices were still 
divided as witness the clerk’s further note: “all which Richard Colegate & William Talbot 
Gentlemen Justices disassented to.” 


A year later, on October 29, 1711, Colegate attempted a new diversion by proposing to 
the Lower House that Richardson’s Forest at the head of Middle River be chosen as the new 
county seat, and the House countered that the matter be referred to the people. But this second 
attempt at a referendum also failed.** Meanwhile, at November Court 1711, the justices 
ordered that two roads be built to Joppa and also that a conveyance be taken for the lot on 
which the courthouse then stood.** The Grand Jury, however, was not to be denied another 
protest, a final one as it turned out, at March Court 1711/12: 


The Grand Jury returned again & exhibited to the Court the following present- 
ment viz— 


We of the Jury & Grand Inquest For the Body of this County as well as for her 


32 Tiber I. S. No. B, Part I, ff. 96-97. O° Tb1d:, 4. Lap. 


33 Arch. of Md., XXVII, 5381. 36 Arch. of Md., XXIX, 51. 
oA Liberte 0. Dy Lark ly taalsee 37 Liber I. S. No. B., Part Il, f. 269. 
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Majesty do represent it as a Grievance to remove the Court house being so near the 
Center of the County where it now stands or to build another in any other part of 
the County whatsoever. . .°8 


This protest was quite as unavailing as the first, for at the June Court following the justices 
adjourned for one hour to the new courthouse at Joppa, apparently to inspect the progress of 
the work because at the same court they agreed with Colonel Maxwell that certain minor 
sections of the building contract might well be disregarded.°® 


The issue was finaliy settled at the October 1712 Session of the General Assembly. As a 
desperate measure Colegate and three other delegates from Baltimore County petitioned the 
house to forbid the establishment of the county seat at Joppa, but no action was taken on this 
proposal.*® On the contrary, an Act was passed fixing the courthouse at Joppa.*t Then the 
Lower House adopted an ordinance—a most unusual action—requiring that Colonel Maxwell 
come to the General Assembly prepared to defend his contract and that in the meanwhile no 
more tobacco be levied to pay him and that, finally, 


all persons whatsoever within the said County do forbear and desist from raising 
promoting or prosecuting any Heats, Debates, Reflections or Disturbances among the 
inhabitants of that County touching the late dissatisfactions relating to the said Court 
House whereof all Persons are to take notice and conform themselves to this Ordinance 
on Pain of incurring the Displeasure of this Assembly and being prosecuted according 
to Law.?? 


This ordinance was ‘distinctly and Openly read” at the November Court of Baltimore 
County much to the satisfaction no doubt of Colonel Maxwell.‘? Then, on October 31, 1713, 
Colonel Maxwell appeared before the Upper House to justify his contract. Nothing was found 
wrong with it and the justices of the county were empowered to pay the contractual price.*# 
The Grand Jury at November Court 1713 then agreed that ‘Colonel James Maxwell ought to 
have his Pay for the building of the Court house levied if finished according to Contract.” *® 
And thus, after so spirited a contest, the county seat was moved one mile and on the other 
shore of the Gunpowder. 


The first regular session of court to be held at Joppa was that of June 1713, although at 
least part of the session of June of the year before was held in that town but probably not at 
the new courthouse.*® From then until the departure of the county government to Baltimore 
some fifty years later, only one further difficulty arose. In 1724, when the town of Joppa was 
to be laid out again in lots, it was discovered that Colonel Maxwell had neglected to convey the 
land on which the courthouse and prison stood. Now Maxwell was dead and his son and heir, 
a minor; it became necessary, therefore, for the title to be made good by an Act of Assembly.‘ 


Twenty-five years later, the press of business demanded that the courthouse be enlarged. 
It was also so very much “out of repair as to endanger the records remaining there.’”’ The 
remedy was an Act of Assembly providing for repairing and enlarging through a levy of 
40,000 pounds of tobacco.‘ We cannot be sure that the word “remaining” in the act should be 
given much weight, but in this case it may have been meaningful because we know that already 
by 1736, in addition to whatever volumes were also lost, a legislative committee reported that 
“from the year 1665 to 1708 they find no original Papers.” *° 


38: Tbtd., f£. 288: 44 Arch. of Md., XXIX, 214-15. 

39 Tbid., ff. 3138, 315. 46 Tiber I. S. No. B, Part Ii, £. 443. 
40 Arch. of Md., XXIX, 97. 46 Arch. of Md., XXIX, 239. 

41 Ch. 19, Acts of 1712. 47 Ch, 16, Acts of 1724. 

42 Arch. of Md., XXIX, 193. 48 Ch. 4, Acts of 1749. 

43 Tiber I. S. No. B., Part II, f. 333. 49 Arch. of Md., XXXIX, 395. 
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First Courthouse at Baltimore 


Joppa was to profit from being the county seat for half a century. Then the increased 
wealth and commerce of the hustling little town on the Patapsco made it inevitable that it 
would soon demand the seat of government. In 1768, a long petition signed by an overwhelming 
number of the taxables of the county was presented to the General Assembly praying that 
Joppa be abandoned and a new courthouse be built in Baltimore. It was alleged that both the 
courthouse and prison were in bad disrepair; that the town of Joppa offered poor hospitality 
for those who had business at court; that it was located on a narrow isthmus approached by a 
marshy road and the water had become so shallow in the Gunpowder that only small vessels 
of shallow draft could get to the town. A counterpetition answered these complaints and took 
the offensive by charging that Baltimore Town being at the very southern end of the county 
would make the trip prohibitive for those living in the northern half and lead inevitably to a 
further division of the county—which in fact occurred.*® The issue was bitterly fought out 
through the legislative session of 1768 but, apparently, the partisans of Joppa had little chance 
from the beginning.®*! The end came with the passage of an act “for erecting a court-house 
and public prison for Baltimore county, in the town of Baltimore, and for making sale of the 
old court-house and prison.” ®? The commissioners were authorized to spend up to 300,000 
pounds of tobacco on the new building which was to stand on a one-and-one-half-acre plot on 
Calvert Street “next Jones’s falls.” ** The records were to be removed before August 1769, and 
the courts were to move at once to the Market House in Baltimore. The move to Baltimore 
appears to have been accompanied by some violence. But this direct action proved as ineffec- 
tive as had the legislative fight before it.°* The last court day at Joppa was June 7, 1768; the 
first in Baltimore, August 2.°° 

As the first term of court in Baltimore City progressed, the judges were informed of the 
difficulties besetting the clerk in the performance of his duties: 


The Court being informed by their Clerk that the present Court House at Baltimore 
Town is very insecure in general & that in particular the Lower Door is weak & wants 
a good Lock & the Windows are without shutters & wanting in Glass & also that altho 
he had used his utmost Endeavours to procure Cases to Receive the Record Books & 
Papers removed from Joppa without which to receive them he cannot well open the 
Trunks from Joppa but with the utmost Confusion that yet he hath been greatly dis- 
appointed by Gerard Hopkins Cabinet maker who had undertook the same who hath 
made but one of five & that it will be necessary to employ some other Person therefor 
Ordered that Mess" Rogers & Aisquith agree for Window Shutters & Barrs & a good 
Lock & glazing to the said House & such other Repairs & necessary Improvements as 
may be proper & that they have the Chimney fire Places closed up so that no fire be 
used therein and also that they agree for such other Book or Paper Cases as may be 
necessary for the Papers afsd to be done forthwith—’*® 


But there was to be no turning back and to make the move doubly certain, the old courthouse 
and prison at Joppa were sold at public vendue the following December. The courthouse was 
bid in by Benedict Edward Hall, who later assigned his right to Benjamin Rumsey. Thus when 
the courthouse property was finally conveyed in 1773, the deed was from Thomas Franklin and 
others, Justices of the Baltimore County Court, to Benjamin Rumsey. J ohn Boyd, the highest 
bidder on the prison, assigned his right to John Beale Howard, to whom the Justices conveyed 


the property in 1771.°" 


50 These rather remarkable petitions have been preserved and 54 Arch. of Md., LXI, xc. 
published in Arch. of Md., LXI, 520-80. 55 Baltimore County Court Minutes, Liber B. B., March 1768 
51 For a full discussion of this legislative skirmish the reader to Nov. 1769, Ms. 
is referred to the “Introduction” of Arch. of Md., LXI, 56 Tbid. 
Ixxxvi-xe. 57 Ibid., November Term. Baltimore County Land Records, 
52 Ch, 14. The plat and bounds of the land condemned for the Liber A.L. No. H, ff. 385-86 and Liber A. LE. No. D, £. 174. 
courthouse in Baltimore Town are found in Baltimore County These references are from an article by William B. Marye en- 
Land Records W.G. No. UU, ff. 477-79. titled ‘‘Place Names of Baltimore and Harford Counties,’ Md. 
53 A like sum was needed to finish the work (Ch. 28, Acts of Hist. Mag., Vol. 53, p. 55. However, Mr. Marye has mistakenly 
1771). In addition, £900 current money had been subscribed read the surname of John Boyd as ‘“‘Byrd.’’ 


by interested citizens of Baltimore. 
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Old Courthouse with Calvert Street Tunnel, 1784 
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The names of the architect and the builder of this first Baltimore courthouse have been 
forgotten, but its appearance is well known from contemporary illustrations as well as from 
the accounts of diarists and others. Scharf quotes a vivid passage from John P. Kennedy: 


This was a famous building, this old court-house, which to my first cognizance 
suggested the idea of a house perched upon a great stool. It was a large dingy square 
structure of brick, elevated upon a massive basement of stone, which was perforated 
by a, broad arch. The buttresses on either side of the arch supplied space for a stair- 
way that led to the Hall of Justice above, and straddled over a pillory, whipping-post, 
and stocks which were sheltered under the arch, as symbols of the power that was at 
work up stairs. This magisterial edifice stood precisely where the Battle Monument 
now stands on Calvert street. It has a notable history, that old court-house. When it 
was first built it overlooked the town from the summit of the hill some fifty feet or 
more above the level of the present street, and stood upon a cliff which, northward, was 
washed at the base by Jones Falls—in that primitive day a pretty rural stream that 
meandered through meadows garnished with shrubbery and filled with browsing cattle, 
making a pleasant landscape from the court-house windows.°® 
The appearance of this courthouse was changed radically in 1784. At that time the city fathers 
found that Calvert Street was effectively blocked by the courthouse. A group of interested 
citizens were persuaded by the architect, Leonard Harbaugh, that it would be practical to 
excavate twenty feet under the courthouse and support it by three arches thus permitting 
traffic to move under it. The General Assembly was in turn persuaded, being apparently much 
impressed by the confidence of those citizens who were willing to assume the whole cost as 
well as to post a considerable bond that the building would stand for twenty years after this 
operation.®® The surgery proved to be successful—the building lasted for over twenty years 


and even then it had to be razed. 


Second Courthouse at Baltimore 


Then by 1805, it found itself ‘in a state of ruinous decay, and the public records therein 
deposited considerably endangered... ,”’ apparently a chronic state for Maryland courthouses 
of the period over twenty years old. An act was passed, therefore, to authorize a levy of at 
least $50,000 to build a new courthouse; to raze the old building and devote what was necessary 
of the ground on which it stood for a thoroughfare and sell the rest; to place the new building 
on the public ground belonging to the county “situated at the north end of the dwelling occu- 
pied by John Hollins, Esquire... .’ °° 


For some reason, not now clear, no action was taken under the provisions of this act. 

It was renewed without change in 1808,°' except that the amount to be levied was reduced to 
$40,000. This was increased again in 1809 to $3,000 per annum for as long as the building 
commissioners should find it desirable.*? And finally, an additional $20,000 was granted the 
next year to complete the courthouse and to construct a watch-house.®* According to Griffith 
the designs of the building were those of George Milleman, 

who was builder, and executed the wood work, Mr. William Steuart executed the stone 

work, and Colonel James Mosher the brick work. 


The county records were removed and the courts held sessions there in 1809, when 
the old arched court house was taken down. The new building is 145 feet front on 
Church, now Lexington street, and on Washington Square 65 feet deep; at which end 
there is a court room in each of two stories, 60 by 46 feet; the basement of the whole is 
arched in stone and brick work, and the Orphan’s court and clerks rooms, where the 
records are kept, vaulted for safety against fire.** 


58 Chronicles of Baltimore, Baltimore, 1874, p. 232. The his- 61 Ch. 75. 

tory of Godefroy’s The Old Court House is found in Robert L. 62 Ch, 196 

Alexander, ‘‘The Drawings and Allegories of Maximilian Gode- 4 - 

froy,’ Md. Hist. Mag., Vol. 58, p. 20, fn. 7. 63 Ch, 168, Acts. of 1810. 
59 Ch. 18, Acts of 1784. 64 Thomas W. Griffith, Annals of Baltimore, Baltimore, 1833, 
60 Ch. 91, Acts of 1805. pp. 180-81. 
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Courthouse of 1809 
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Third Courthouse at Baltimore 


It was fortunate that the records were so placed because on February 13, 1835, “The 
court-house, at that time one of the finest buildings in the country, was destroyed, but all the 
valuable records were saved.” * Fortunately, the fire occurred during a business morning and 
many records were carried out by the grand jurors and other volunteers.*® The General 
Assembly was then in: session so it was possible to have passed within a month “An Act to 
authorize the repairing of the Court House of Baltimore County,....” ® To finance this project 
the commissioners were authorized to issue $80,000 of twenty-year, five-per-cent stock which 
was to provide not only for the courthouse but “Also for erecting and completing upon the 
vacant lot in the said City, west of the said Court House, adjoining the same, fire proof offices, 
for the safe keeping of the records of Baltimore County Court, and the Orphans’ Court of 
Baltimore County, and for the purchase of the necessary materials and supplies for that 
object; ....” This proved to be too large an order for the sum authorized, but only one addi- 
tional grant was required to finish the job, $1,500, which was made available by an Act of 
Assembly of 1839 when the buildings were almost completed.** 


Both the rebuilding of the courthouse and the erection of the record office were entrusted 
to the distinguished Baltimore architect, Robert Cary Long, Jr. Long had first submitted a 
daring Egyptian temple design for the record office, but the building which finally went up 
“was unique and surprisingly modern in its stark simplicity. The vaulted brick interior, which 
was acclaimed as absolutely fireproof, was sheathed on the outside in Baltimore County 
marble. Originally there were two short flights of steps leading up to the great iron doors, 
but about 1880 the street level was lowered five or six feet and the open terrace was added, 
spoiling the proportions of the building as seen from the street. The solid mass of the building 
still recalled that of an Egyptian structure, or possibly to some observers that of a Mayan 
temple.”’ °° 


This building stood on the southeast corner of Lexington and St. Paul Streets until it was 
razed in 1894. 


Separation of City and County-1851 


Those inhabitants of Baltimore County who protested the transfer of the county seat 
from Joppa to Baltimore in 1768 pointed out that the latter town was at the very southeastern 
tip of the county and would be extremely inconvenient as a center of county business. The 
northern part of the county never reconciled itself to the change and only five years later was 
able to establish itself as a separate county, Harford. Much of the northwestern part of the 
county achieved autonomous status in 1839 with the creation of Carroll County. But the 
conflict of interest between the bustling center of commerce and industry and the static 
agricultural hinterland went on as before. Nothing would now satisfy either party but an 
absolute divorce of city and county. The partisans were there from the moment Baltimore 
became the county seat, but the conflict did not enlist the interest of a significant part of the 
electorate until the 1830’s. The act authorizing the rebuilding of the fire-damaged courthouse 
in 1835 provided as follows: 


And be it enacted, That if, at any time hereafter, a separation should take place 
between Baltimore City and County, and a county town and Court House erected in 


65 J. Thomas Scharf, History of Baltimore City and County, Thomas Marshall, son of the Chief Justice, who had taken 
Philadelphia, 1881, p. 261. shelter from the violent storm, was fatally injured. (Jbid., 
p. 728.) 


66 ‘ked the second floor but one of the 
Bee oe ce ae id 67 Ch. 151, Acts of 1834. Passed March 9, 1835. 


chimneys was left standing. On June 27 following, this chim- 


ney was blown down with great force, breaking through the 68 Ch. 61, Acts of 1839. . 
temporary roof over the first floor. In addition to the property 69 Richard H. Howland and Eleanor P. Spencer, The Archi- 
damage caused by the falling bricks, there was one casualty ; tecture of Baltimore, Baltimore, 1958, p. 92 and plate 72. 
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Baltimore county, without the limits of the city of Baltimore, the whole estate in the 
present Court House, shall be vested in the city of Baltimore, upon the payment to 
Baltimore county of one half of the value thereof.7° 


Two years later a referendum was authorized to be held October 2, 1837.7: But for some 
reason unknown to this writer, the election was not held nor was it advertised in advance as 
the act had provided. Quick action followed the passage of a similar act in 1850.7" This act 
assured the separation of the city from the county and provided that each district of the 
county elect three commissioners who would have authority to establish the county seat, 
purchase land and materials for public buildings and dispose of the buildings held in common 
with the City Council of Baltimore City, except for the courthouse and record office which 
were to become the property of the new government of Baltimore City on the payment of half 
their value to the County Commissioners as provided for by Chapter 151 of the Acts of 1834. 
This separation of City and County was recognized by the Constitutional Convention of 1850- 
1851, and throughout its proceedings Baltimore City is given equal status with the counties. 


Courthouse at Towson 


Baltimore City at this point ceased to be the county seat of Baltimore County and the 
commissioners of the county, following the directive of the General Assembly, began the search 
for a new county seat. This task was made extremely difficult because the commissioners who 
had been elected for this purpose were not even unanimously in favor of separation. 


Their first meeting was held June 3, 1850. After a day spent in fruitless debate, they 
adjourned until August 12. This second meeting was even more discouraging than the first, 
for the opponents of separation were able to get a further adjournment until March 1852. In 
the meanwhile, the Constitutional Convention had met and adjourned after having recognized 
the fact of separation. The new constitution went into effect July 4, 1851, and the first meeting 
of the General Assembly thereafter passed the necessary laws to implement it. One of these 
acts provided that the officers of Baltimore County might continue to function in Baltimore 
City until a county seat could be chosen and the necessary public buildings erected. The courts 
also were authorized to meet within the city, and the acknowledgment of deeds and other re- 
cording might continue in the record office of the city until other provisions were made. At the 
same session, an act was passed to repeal Chapter 540 of the Acts of 1849, which had given 
the duty of selecting a county seat to an elected group of commissioners. Moreover, machinery 
was now set up for the division of property, especially the courthouse, which was held in 
common by the county and city.” 


A property settlement was concluded upon during the next session of the General Assem- 
bly. The city agreed to pay the county $68,500 for its share of the courthouse, record office 
and jail and to release the county from any further obligations for repayment of the out- 
outstanding debt for rebuilding or building as the case might be. The almshouse was to be 
used jointly until sold, the proceeds of the sale to be divided equally ; the county was to remain 
in possession of all the furniture in these buildings." 


The General Assembly was now ready again to take up the problem of a county seat. It 
agreed upon the following procedure: an election was to be held in November 1853 when each 
voter would make his choice; if no one place received a majority of all the votes cast, a second 
election would be held in which the three leading sites would be voted upon; if one still did not 
receive a majority then a third election was in order with the two leading sites competing.” 





70 See. 7, Ch. 151, Acts of 1834. Passed Mar. 9, 1835. 73 Chaps. 17, 18, 86, 49, 857, Acts of 1852. 
71 Ch. 77, Acts of 1836. 74 Ch, 258, Acts of 1853. 
72 Ch. 540, Acts of 1849. 75 Ch, 452, Acts of 1858. 
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All three elections were needed before Towsontown was chosen, February 13, 1854.7° 


Plans were now completed for the necessary public buildings. The county commissioners 
were authorized to accept a gift of land for a site and to expend $30,000 for the courthouse 
out of the money which had been received from Baltimore City as half payment for the old 
courthouse there.’” When this sum proved to be insufficient, a further expenditure of $20,000 
was authorized.” The architects were Dixon and Baldwin, and the builder, William H. Allen. 
The cornerstone was laid October 19, 1854. On Monday, January 5, 1857, the first session of 
court was held in the new building, the records having been moved the previous week; and on 
the following May 15 the courthouse and prison were formally accepted from the builder by 
the county commissioners.” 


On several occasions during the first years of this courthouse it was threatened with 
destruction. On August 24, 1861, a deliberate attempt was made to burn the courthouse; the 
building was saved but the civil dockets and papers in the office of the clerk were lost.*° In 
1864, following the Federal defeat at Monocacy, Confederate forces under the command of 
Colonel Harry Gilmor raided through the area toward Baltimore. They were in Towson on 
July 11 and the officers of the county were fearful for the safety of the building and records. 
Neither was molested.*! Three years later, about midnight on the night of May 7, 1867, three 
disguised men broke into the courthouse and blasted the lock off the treasurer’s safe. Fortu- 
nately, the powder explosion did no other harm. ** There were no important alterations until 
1882, when an addition to contain a vault for the clerk of court was authorized.** The original 
allotment of $10,000 proved to be sufficient for the structure—an additional $2,000 was 
required to furnish the vault and the clerk’s office and to purchase and install proper shelving.* 


Addition of 1910 


In the last years of the nineteenth century and the first decade of the twentieth, Baltimore 
County continued to grow rapidly. With this increase in population the business of county 
government expanded too. By 1908 the need for another and larger addition to the courthouse 
was felt. The General Assembly of that year authorized an expenditure of $60,000 for this 
purpose.** Apparently this act was not implemented, for at the next session it was repealed 
and reenacted, but with the difference that this time the amount allowed was $75,000.*° The 
architects for this building were Baldwin and Pennington and the builder, David M. 
Andrews Company. 


Additions of 1925 and 1956-1958 


A new enlargement of the courthouse at Towson was completed in 1925. This addition 
was planned by architects Josias Pennington and Pleasants Pennington, and the builder was 
Thomas Hicks and Sons. The cost was approximately $117,000. 


Meanwhile, some of the administrative offices of the county were being housed in other 
buildings in Towson. This movement out of the courthouse culminated in the erection of a 
modern office building. But even this release of space in the courthouse could not keep up with 
the increased demands of the remaining offices and a new enlargement was undertaken in 
1956. This work was not completed until late in 1958. It was directed by Lucien E. D. 
Gaudreau & Paul L. Gaudreau, architects of Baltimore. The builder was John McShain, 
Incorporated, the contract price, $1,948,972.°" 





76 For this complicated chronology of events the author is 82 Thid. 
indebted to Scharf, History of Baltimore City and County, 83 Ch. 286, Acts of 1882. 
pp. 62-64. 84 Ch. 25, Acts of 1886. 
77 Ch. 144, Acts of 1854. 85 Ch, 218, Acts of 1908. 
78 Ch. 280, Acts of 1856. 86 Ch. 11, Acts of 1910. 
79 Scharf, op. cit., p. 896. 87 Information about these new developments was supplied 
80 Tbid., p. 898. by Paul J. Grubb, County Architect. 


81 Tbid., p. 899. 
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BALTIMORE CITY 


First Courthouse 


When the government of Baltimore County was removed to Towson, the new government 
of Baltimore City—judges, new clerk, new records—began to function in the old county 
courthouse at Baltimore. But this structure, large as it was for the period, soon became 
crowded. In 1866, extensive alterations and improvements were made, including an addition 
to the west side. Also the cellar was converted into offices for the sheriff and other city 
officials. In spite of this remodeling, two of the courts had to be removed from the courthouse 
soon thereafter to find temporary homes in the old Masonic Hall on St. Paul Street, designed 
by Jacob Small and finished in 1822.1 


Second Courthouse 4A 7A2C61 


As this crowding grew more acute, it became obvious that nothing else would do but the 
erection of a new and much larger courthouse. The General Assembly of 1876 passed an act 
providing for the issuance of $750,000 in bonds for this purpose.? Scharf notes that there was 
an advisory building commission functioning at least as early as 1881, but nothing tangible 
seems to have resulted from the efforts of either the legislature or the commission.* During 
the first months of 1892 it was obvious action could no longer be postponed. The General 
Assembly of that year passed an act authorizing the mayor and city council of Baltimore to 
issue up to $6,000,000 of stock, part of which was to be used for the purchase of ground and 
the erection of a courthouse. The act also provided that before any further action could be 
taken an ordinance to the same effect (upon which the citizens of Baltimore could vote) would 
be required. The mayor and city council then passed the required ordinance October 7, 
1892.° It received a majority of the ballots cast at the November election following, but for 
some reason the ordinance was not ratified until 1898. The sum set aside for courthouse 
and grounds was at first fixed at $1,750,000. The final cost, however, was approximately 
$2,250,000. 

Even before the ordinance was ratified, the old courthouse and other buildings, both 
public and private, on the same square block were pulled down. Razing began August 8, 1895, 
and by June 25 of the next year, it was possible to hold cornerstone ceremonies. The con- 
tractors finished the building in December 1899. It was occupied by the courts the following 
month. The architects were J. B. Noel Wyatt and William G. Nolting, the builders, John Gill & 
Sons of Baltimore and D. W. Thomas of Ohio. This enormous building is in the classical 
manner, three stories, high with a basement and sub-basement. Above the ground it is of 
Baltimore County marble; the basement is Howard County granite. The columns of the dome 
over the courtroom are of marble from the quarries of the Holy See; the inside paneling is of 
hardwood. The murals and statuary aroused the interest of various civic organizations who 
offered several prizes to stimulate competition. Some of the artists whose work is represented 
in the building are C. Y. Turner, Edwin H. Blashfield, John LaFarge and Jean Paul Laurens.’ 





1 Scharf, History of Baltimore City and County, p. 728. 6 Ch. 361, Acts of 1898. 

2 Ch. 240 * For a detailed account of the materials used and the art 
3 Op. cit., p. 728. work see Clayton C, Hall, Baltimore, Its History And Its People, 
£Ch, 138: New York- Chicago, 1912, Vol. I, pp. 320-22 and Murals in 
5 Ordinance No. 100. The Baltimore Court House, Baltimore, 1912, 
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Present Courthouse, 1899 
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Alterations of 1951 and 1952 


In the course of the first half century of this courthouse there were many changes and 
alterations, but they were all piecemeal and makeshift compared with the major work under- 
taken at the half-century mark. At this time the whole building was remodeled and modern- 
ized. Work on the east half of the building was authorized to proceed January 5, 1951, and 
was completed October 21, 1952. The cost was $1,249,500 (base bid); the architect was 
William A. Miller; the contractor, Piracci Construction Company. The structural engineers 
were L. P. Kooken and Company and the mechanical engineers, Egli and Gompf. Work on 
the west half was authorized to proceed November 21, 1952, and was completed June 29, 1954, 
at a cost of $1,385,000. The architect, contractors and engineers were the same as for the 
east half of the building. 
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Courthouse prior to 1697 


38 


CALVERT COUNTY 


Courthouse at Battle Town-Calvertown 


Calvert County was erected by an order in Council of July 3, 1654. The order set the 
boundaries of the new county and named the sheriff, but it said nothing about the seat of 
local government.' Subsequent loss of all the county records has prevented the discovery of 
the earliest county seat, if indeed there was a fixed place of government. Scisco believes that 
in all probability the county court was itinerant at first, following a pattern common to many 
of the early Maryland Counties. The same author found that a courthouse was referred to in 
1669 at Battle Town on the north shore of Battle Creek.? All that we know of this courthouse 
is the little contained in a legislative report of March 23, 1697/98, as follows: 

The records of Calvert County are kept in a very good Court house and distance 


enough from any other. houses in which no ordinaryes are Kept nor is there any 
chimney.* 


The name of this town was changed to Calvertown in 1683. Several attempts were made 
during the first quarter of the eighteenth century to remove the county seat to Huntingtown 
but all failed. In 1725, the county seat was removed to Williams Old Fields which lay halfway 
between the two towns.‘ 


First Courthouse at Williams Old Fields-Prince Frederick 
Town-Prince Frederick 


The two reasons given for the removal of the county seat were that the present courthouse 
was too old and too dilapidated to be of further use and that Battle Town was too inconvenient 
for a large part of the population. Unfortunately, neither the old nor the new courthouse was 
described in the act. However, the instructions to the commissioners for laying out three 
acres of public ground and the attached plat have been preserved in a re-recording of 1908. 
The commissioners were authorized to contract with an “undertaker” for the erection of the 
necessary buildings and this they did, although again the loss of the court records does not 
permit us to know when or on what terms. We know the name of the builders, William Kidd 
and John Critchard, because in 1728 they petitioned to be relieved of their contract and to be 
paid for such work as they had finished. Their petition was granted in an act of the General 
Assembly which also empowered the commissioners of Calvert County to levy further sums 
for the completion of the structure.’ We know the location of the public grounds because of 
all the records of the county preceding 1882 only the single sheet containing this plat and 
the surveyor’s notes survived. This plat was re-recorded in the land records by the county 
commissioners, whose resolution follows: 

Dec. 22, 1908 
Whereas the fire that destroyed the Court House in Prince Frederick Town in 
March, 1882, also destroyed all of the land record books then belonging to Calvert 


County and—Whereas the only paper or instrument of writing then belonging to 
Calvert County that was not destroyed by the aforementioned fire—but was preserved 








1 Arch, of Md., III, 308. 3 Arch. of Md., XXII, 102-08. 
2 Louis Dow Sciseco, ‘‘Calvert County Court Houses and Rec- *Ch. 11, Acts of 1725, Arch. of Md., XXXVI, 581-83. 
ords,’’ Md. Hist. Mag., X XVII, 36-41. 5 Ch. 17, Arch. of Md., XXXVI, 289-90. 
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Plat, Resurvey of Courthouse Lot at Battle Town, 1702 
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and restored to the office of the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Calvert County, was the 

original survey of a parcel of ground said to contain three (8) acres of land, the same 

was dated “July 4, 1726” and signed by one “Adderton Skinner, Deputy Surveyor... 

for the purpose of establishing a County seat for Calvert County... .° 

The same act of Assembly which provided for building the courthouse also changed the 

name of the county seat from Williams Old Fields to Prince Frederick Town, a name which it 
has kept until today. We cannot be certain when the courthouse was finished; however, it was 
still under construction in 1731 when the commissioners were granted authority to levy 
another 10,000 pounds of tobacco to finish the work.’ But the courthouse was surely in use 
before 1739, for in that year extensive repairs were already required. An act was passed at 
the May 1 - June 12 session of that year providing for reshingling the roof and rebricking “the 
Under Works,” but none of the acts of this session were allowed.* Thereafter this courthouse 
survived but nine years. Its end is described in the Maryland Gazette: ° 


Wednesday Evening last, [April 20] a Fire happened in a public House belonging to 
Mr. John Wood at Prince Frederick Town, in Calvert County; which entirely con- 
sumed the same, with most of the Furniture: the Fire in the meantime communicated 
itself to the Court-House, which was adjacent, and could not be prevented from 
laying that commodius Building in Ashes; but by the Diligence of the People, the 
greatest Part of the Records were preserved. 


Second Courthouse at Prince Frederick 


At the next session of the General Assembly, which convened only a few weeks after the 
fire, the county was authorized to levy £1,000 current money for a new courthouse, and an 
additional £500 was provided for a jail out of the funds set aside for that purpose for each 
county by the Commissioners for the Emission of Bills of Credit."° Calvert County had fortu- 
nately not drawn its share of these funds before the fire. For some reason now obscure, the 
commissioners appointed to carry out the provisions of this act did not do so, and the act 
was repealed and reenacted at the next session.'! The terms of this new act were identical 
with those of the act of 1748 except that a new group of commissioners was designated.” 
Unfortunately, the new building to be erected is not described except that it was to be of the 
same proportions as the one that had burned and that it was to be built on or near the site 
of its predecessor. 


We are not told what material was used, but it was probably brick because of the building 
habits of the period; because, at least for Calvert County, it lasted a long time; and because 
after it was destroyed the walls still stood. It lasted, as a matter of fact, until the British 
burned it, July 19, 1814. 


Third Courthouse at Prince Frederick 


The Congress of the United States, in 1838, repaid the county in part for the damage 
caused by the British, but this future windfall could not be foreseen.'* Therefore, the General 
Assembly of 1816 authorized the levy court of Calvert County to repair or rebuild the court- 
house on the same site and for that purpose to borrow up to $6,000, and in the meanwhile to 
rent a suitable building in any part of the county in which to hold court.'* The additional sum 
of $3,000 to complete the “improved” plan of the courthouse was authorized in 1819.'° This 
last act seems to indicate that the courthouse was about ready for use at that time and, if so, 

6 Deeds, G.W.D. No. 9, 42-43. Microfilm copy, Hall of Records. 12 Scisco, op. cit., p. 38, interprets the second act as a supple- 


mentary one designed to provide additional funds for the com- 


"Ch. 1, Acts of 1781. pletion of the building, but this writer has found no evidence 


8’ Arch. of Md., XL, passim. that such was the case. 

9 April 27, 1748. 13 Ch, 331, Acts of 1838. 

10 Ch. 18, Acts of 1748. 14 Ch. 158, Acts of 1816; Ch. 105, Acts of 1817. 
11 Ch. 5, Acts of 1749. LB Ch. 22. 
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Courthouse of 1884 
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Present Courthouse, 1916 
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it had a life of approximately sixty-two years or until March 3, 1882. On that day, some 
workmen employed at painting the neighboring Methodist Church somehow set it afire and 
with a strong northwest wind blowing, it was not long before fourteen of the eighteen build- 
ings which then composed the town of Prince Frederick were burned, and among the lot 
was the courthouse. 


Fourth Courthouse at Prince Frederick 


The seat of justice and of county government was thereupon transferred to the Episcopal 
Rectory which had escaped the flames, and one term of court was held before it too was 
burned—at 2 o’clock in the morning of June 27. Since there could not have been a neglected 
warming fire at that season of the year and since no one was likely to be in the building for 
court business at that hour, it was suspected that the fire was of incendiary origin; but nothing 
was ever proved. 


When the General Assembly met again in 1884, permission was asked and granted to 
“rebuild” the courthouse.'® Since the amount authorized to be levied was limited to $1,500, 
it is generally supposed that the foundation and walls of the courthouse were still usable and 
that, in fact, the courthouse had been gutted but not destroyed. | 


Fifth Courthouse at Prince Frederick 


In time, this rebuilt courthouse became inadequate for the needs of the county. The 
General Assembly of 1914 was petitioned for authority to raze it and to build a new structure 
on or near its site in Prince Frederick. This petition was granted.'’ A special building com- 
mittee was named in the act, and funds up to $25,000 were provided for building and equip- 
ment. The act also provided that no work should begin before the first day of June 1914, 
and that the work should be completed on or before the first day of October 1916. Construction 
of the new, and destruction of the old, courthouse appear to have gone on simultaneously, 
and presumably the contractual date was met. The architect was T. Kent Roberts, the builders 
the J. M. Robinson Construction Company. The new courthouse was built further back from 
the front street, and the site of the old courthouse was converted into lawn. It is this court- 
house of 1914-1916 which is now in use but with extensive repairs and remodeling, especially 
those undertaken in 1948.'* The architects of the 1948 work were J. J. Baldwin and Frederick 
Tilp of Washington, D. C. The builder was William F. Sutter. 





ATE) ne EOE 18 Ch. 690, Acts of 1947. 
17 Ch. 436. 
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CAROLINE COUNTY 


In response to the petition of “sundry” of the inhabitants of Dorchester and Queen Anne’s 
Counties, who found themselves too far removed from the seats of justice of these two counties 
for their convenience, the Legislature of 1773 ordered the creation of a new county to be 
named Caroline, in honor of his Lordship’s sister, Lady Caroline Eden. Commissioners were 
named to lay off the boundaries of the new county and to purchase land and erect buildings 
for the keeping of courts of justice and also for the safekeeping of the records. The site chosen 
was Pig Point which was to be rechristened Edentown, but later, as a gesture of independence, 
was called Denton.! 


Court at Melvill’s Warehouse and Bridgetown 


The court met for the first.time March 15-17 at Melvill’s Warehouse, which lies between 
Denton and Greensboro (then Bridgetown), and took the necessary steps for the adminis- 
trative organization of the county. It also provided for the raising of sufficient funds for the 
erection of the buildings authorized by the General Assembly. For the plans of the new court- 
house it addressed itself to William Buckland, distinguished for his work at Gunston Hall in 
Virginia and the Hammond-Harwood house at Annapolis, who was at that time in the State 
Capital. As evidence of this move we find the following advertisement in the Maryland Gazette 
for November 3, 10 and 17, 1774: 


The trustees for building a court house and prison in Caroline County, do hereby 
give notice that they will attend Melville’s Warehouse on the 16th and 17th days of the 
present instant, November, in order to agree with workmen to execute the same agree- 
able to plans and elevations that will be produced, which plans etc. may be seen at 
any time between this and the 16th, by applying to William Buckland in Annapolis. 


Unfortunately, the minutes of the commissioners for building the courthouse have dis- 
appeared and so we do not know what action was taken at Melvill’s Warehouse on Novem- 
ber 16. But there were greater things astir in the world at that time; the Continental Congress 
had met in September and October for the first time, and the whole country, including Caroline 
County, was preparing for war with England. This was no time for building courthouses, 
and the justices of the court accepted temporary quarters in warehouses, inns and private 
homes for many years. As time went on, the very site of the county government was put in 
question. Residents of Bridgetown (now Greensboro) wanted the seat of government, and 
among other reasons they found that ‘Pig Point” would be undignified, while “Edenton” 
smacked of disloyalty. The contest became so bitter that the court sat first in one place and 
then another, and the General Assembly was persuaded to intervene on several occasions. 
In 1786, for example, the following Act was passed: 

An Act to suspend the erecting of the public buildings in Caroline county. 
Whereas a petition hath been preferred to this general assembly by many of the in- 
habitants of Caroline county, praying that the public buildings of the said county may 
be erected at Choptank bridge; and another petition of many other inhabitants of the 
same county hath also been preferred to this general assembly, praying that the said 


buildings may be erected at or near the center of said county; and both of the said 
petitions have been referred by the house of delegates to the next session of assembly: 


1 Ch. 10, Acts of 1773. 
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Courthouse of 1797 
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Be it enacted, by the general assembly of Maryland, That the erecting of the public 
buildings in Caroline county, shall be suspended till the end of the next session of 
assembly, any law to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

The next session of the General Assembly renewed the prohibition against the erection of 
public buildings.* According to the historians of Caroline County, the contest was settled by a 
referendum which resulted in a two-to-one majority in favor of Pig Point. This referendum 
was held along with the election of representatives to the General Assembly in 1790.‘ 


First Courthouse at Pig Point-Denton 


As a result of this referendum, the General Assembly at its session of 1790 made tabula 
rasa of all preceding actions on its part and passed an act entitled “An Act for the removal 
of the seat of Justice from Melville’s Warehouse to Pig Point, in Caroline County.” * Among 
other things, this act provided for commissioners to purchase land on which to build the 
courthouse and jail at Pig Point, which was thereafter to be called Denton. They also pro- 
vided that while these preparations were being made, the clerk was to move the records to 
Pig Point and the justices were to hire a convenient house for the keeping of court. 


The new commissioners appointed at this time were William Richardson, Zebdiel Potter, 
Joseph Richardson, Peter Edmonson and Joshua Willis. On April 27, 1791, they contracted 
with William Benson to build the courthouse. The contract price was £1,300, current money ; 
but before the work was done, Benson, who alleged that he was being ruined, was allowed an 
additional £500.° The building was finally completed in 1797. Whether Benson followed the 
original plans and elevations which were exhibited to bidders by William Buckland in 1774 is 
not known, but the building was a handsome one in pure Georgian style—it would not have 
done the master discredit.’ 


This building served the County for one hundred years; however there were many 
changes during this period. The first was a rearrangement of the courtroom in 1801: 

Ordered that the following alterations be made in the Court Room under the 

direction of George Martin. Viz. Extend the floor where the Court Sit two feet and 

raise the same Nine Inches higher than at present, and fix the Bannisters in front as 

at Present. Remove the Bannisters Back of the Clerks Desk to the Part next to the 

Attorneys Table—Have three Benches of Seats where the present Jury Boxes are. The 

first one Eighteen Inches high—the others to be raised Eighteen Inches above each 

other, with Bannisters at the South End. 


It is ordered that 40 Dollars be levied for the above alterations.°* 


Then the record vaults for the Orphans’ Court and the Circuit Court and some other remodel- 
ing and renovation were authorized to be completed by 1875.° Whether the vaults were actually 
built at this time is more than doubtful because six years later an act was passed providing 
specifically for the construction of these two vaults and for no other purpose." 


Second Courthouse at Denton 


When another four years had passed, the county commissioners were given the choice of 
further enlarging and remodeling the vaults in the old courthouse or building a new one."! 


22Ch ol. * Ch. 11, Acts of 1790. 


3 Ch. 32, Acts of 1787, April Session. 6 Ch. 29, Acts of 1798; Ch. 50, Acts of 1794. 

4 See William N. Rairigh, ‘‘A Narrative History of Caroline 7 For the opinion of an expert in this field, see Rosamond 
County,” in Charles B. Clark, The Eastern Shore of Maryland Randall Beirne, ‘‘William Buckland, Architect of Virginia and 
and Virginia, New York, 1950, Vol. II, p. 1099, and Edward Maryland,” Md. Hist. Mag., XLI, p. 215. 

M. Noble, The History of Caroline County, Federalsburg, 1920, 8 Caroline County Court Minute Book No. 7, no pagination, Ms. 
p. 11. The writer has been unable to verify this referendum, 6 Ch. 172, Acts of 1874. 


since neither author gives a reference to his original source. 

Some of the details of building which follow also come from 10 Ch. 184, Acts of 1880. 
Noble and while they appear to be accurate, they cannot always 11 Ch. 315, Acts of 1884. 
be verified. It is probable that original county records which 

were available for Noble are no longer in existence. 


AT 





Present Courthouse, 1895 
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The commissioners chose the former course, but the destructive work of time could not be 
stayed—in 1894, the commissioners asked for and received authority to raze the old courthouse 
and build a new one. For this purpose, $20,000 was allowed plus whatever the remains of 
the old building might bring.’ According to Noble, the total amount of the contract entered 
into with Slemmons and Lankford of Salisbury was $21,000.%7 Joseph H. Bernard of Greens- 
boro was the architect. This building which is still in use as the county courthouse was erected 
in 1895 on the site of the old one. It has proved to be adequate to the needs of the County, 
but despite the beauty of the green on which it stands and the pleasant interior decor and 
furnishings—a great deal of this is due to the fine taste and abiding interest of the late 
Judge J. Owen Knotts—it remains a product of the late Victorian era, one of the most 
undistinguished periods in Maryland architecture. 





12 Ch, 605. 13°Op; cit., Dp. 18. 
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CARROLL COUNTY 


All that part of Maryland now included in Carroll County had been before the formation 
of that county a part of Frederick and Baltimore Counties. Shortly after conclusion of the 
definitive peace with Great Britain, this rich agricultural area began to fill up rapidly, drawing 
its settlers from Pennsylvania and the North as well as from the populated parts of Eastern 
and Southern Maryland. By 1829, it had become thickly populated, and the need for a more 
convenient place of county government began to be felt. To parts of the area involved, both 
Fredericktown and Baltimore City were, according to the standards of the time, quite remote. 
Various solutions to this problem were proposed but by December of that year the solution 
which was finally adopted, that is the creation of a new county, had gained strong support. 
The General Assembly considered such a solution, but no action was taken at that session.? 


At the next session, another petition was presented praying the formation of a third 
county from parts of Frederick and Baltimore Counties, but after the appearance of a counter- 
petition, both were withdrawn.’ In January 1833, a meeting was held in Baltimore City by 
a group of interested citizens and a new petition to the General Assembly was prepared which 
if enacted would have named the county Westminster. Then followed another counterpetition 
and more bitter agitation.* 


Finally, Delegate William Cost Johnson of Frederick County introduced a resolution 
which would, subject to a referendum of the areas affected, create a new county with approxi- 
mately the present bounds and named after Charles Carroll of Carrollton, who had died a 
short time earlier. This bill was enacted March 2, 1833.‘ At the election which followed, the 
proposal did not carry in some of the districts affected, and an effort was begun to eliminate 
these districts from the proposed new county; but before that could occur the constitutionality 
of the whole procedure was questioned and the matter dropped, not to be revived until the 
Session of 1835 when the admission of this new county was undertaken by means of an 
amendment to the constitution. 


The procedure at that time consisted in the passage of an initiating act by one session 
of the General Assembly to be followed by a confirmatory act of the next General Assembly. 
The two acts in this case were Chapter 256 of the Session of 1835 and Chapter 19 of the 
Session of 1836. The date of passage of the last act was January 19, 1837, and since the 
Governor’s signature is not needed to validate amendments to the constitution, this is also 
the actual date of the county’s establishment. 


First Courthouse at Westminster 


The same General Assembly also passed a series of acts to provide the new county with a 
government and public services, and among them was a measure to authorize the construction 
of the necessary public buildings.® This act provided for a special levy not to exceed $20,000 
which was to pay for a suitable plot of ground in Westminster, the county seat, a courthouse, 
a clerk’s office, a register’s office, a jail and a poorhouse. This fund was to be raised and 





1 Proceedings of the House of Delegates, 1829, p. 357. Centennial Banquet, January 19th, 1937, no pagination, 4, 
2 Proceedings, December Session 1831, p. 117. 4 Ch. 312, Acts of 18382. 
3 Address of Hon. Francis Neal Parke at the Carroll County 5 Ch, 138, Acts of 18386, 
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Courthouse with Additions 
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administered by the Commissioners of the Tax. Their first duty, however, was to provide 
temporary housing for the county offices. This they did as follows: the sheriff used part of 
the brick house later the residence of William Reese to keep the prisoners in; the Circuit Court 
met on April 3, 1837, in the home of Dr. William Willis, but after this first session their place 
of meeting was the Union Church until the courthouse was built; the Orphans’ court sat in the 
Wampler Home; the. Commissioners of the Tax occupied a room in the Wampler Tavern.® 


The cost of the new buildings was lightened somewhat because land for the courthouse 
was given free by Isaac Shriver, who operated a tavern nearby,’ and for the jail, by the heirs 
of David Fisher.’ 


The jail was built in 1837 by B. F. Forester and Johnzee Selby, at a cost of $4,000. The 
architect for the courthouse was James M. Shellman; the contractor was Conrad Moul; and 
the masonry for both the courthouse and jail was the work of Ephraim Swope and Thomas 
Durbin. The cost of the courthouse was approximately $18,000. The cornerstone was laid 
June 13, 1838, and there were suitable military and civil ceremonies for the occasion. The 
stone was laid by Andrew Shriver, assisted by Colonel Joshua Gist, then in his ninety-fourth 
year. Colonel Gist was a brother of General Mordecai Gist who distinguished himself at the 
battles of Long Island and Camden.? 


Additions of 1882 and 1935 


The courthouse erected in 1838 is still standing and it forms the central unit of the 
present structure. It has, however, been so altered and enlarged that it is almost unrecog- 
nizable. Early in its history it received several aesthetic additions—the columned portico, the 
steps and the cupola. In 1882, the General Assembly authorized an expenditure of $12,000 
for the repair and enlargement of the courthouse, and with part of these funds two one-story 
wings were added.’ These wings were rebuilt and made larger by adding a half story in 1935. 
Part of the funds for this last alteration was provided by the Civil Works Administration. 
The architects were Riggen Buckler and G. Corner Fenhagen of Baltimore." 


6 Information about the temporary quarters of Carroll County were executed June 6, 1837, and recorded October 25, 1887. The 
offices is from Francis Neal Parke, op. cit., 7, 8. certificate was recorded in 1848. 
® Scharf, History of Western Maryland, Vol. II, pp. 801-02; 
News Letter, Historical Society of Carroll County, March 1954. 
8 Ibid., p. 403. The reader is also referred to Carroll County - 
Land Records, Liber J.S. No. 3, page 6, where a certificate of a Ch. 189, Acts of 1882. 


special commission is filed describing certain alterations in the 11 Inventory of the County and Town Archives of Maryland 
bounds of the two plots of land. Both original conveyances No. 6, Carroll County, Baltimore, 1940, p. 37. 


7 Carroll County Land Records, Liber W.W. No. 1 p. 405. 
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First Courthouse at Elkton, 1792, showing rear additions of 1832 
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CECIL COUNTY 


Cecil County was set up in part because of the urgent necessity of Lord Baltimore to 
protect himself against what he considered to be the encroachments of Pennsylvania. The 
bounds of the new county were even anticipated, in 1670, by Augustine Herman’s map of 
Maryland. The formal establishment of the new county was not to occur, however, for another 
four years when it was proclaimed by Charles Calvert who was then Governor of the province.! 
This proclamation of June 6, 1674 had to be hastily revised two weeks later when it was 
discovered that far too much of the area of other counties, especially of Kent County, had 
been assigned to the new county.? The boundaries of Cecil County, named for Cecil, Second 
Lord Baltimore, have remained approximately the same to this day except for the northern 
line which was not finally established until the survey of Mason and Dixon was run a 
century later.* 


Courthouse at Oldtown 


As was customary in Maryland in the early period, the first courts of Cecil County met 
in the homes of private citizens and in public houses. What is unusual is that this practice 
continued for so long a time in Cecil County. According to George Johnston, the first court- 
house was not built until 1692. This first building is said to have been erected on the ‘“‘north 
side of Sassafras River, a short distance east of Ordinary Point, at what was afterwards 
called Jamestown, and is now designated on the map of Cecil County as Oldtown.” * Johnston 
deduces from the fact that the jurors were wont to deliberate on occasion in the yard, that the 
courthouse was small—the oak under which they sat was long known as the Jury Oak. There 
are, of course, other reasons for assuming that the building was small, chief of which is the 
fact that courthouses were all small at this time. This courthouse somehow cannot be docu- 
mented in existing records of the county, but from the report of a legislative committee of 
1697 we can be certain that it was not finished at that time, and we are given one or two 
precise details as to construction : 

There is a new Court house building in Cecill County wherein may be a Brick 
Chimney and there when finished the records are to be kept and no ordinary.® 
The builder, according to Johnston, was Casparus Herman. But when it was finished we do 
not know. It was abandoned when the seat of justice was moved to Court House Point. 


Courthouse at Court House Point 


When the boundary between Kent and Cecil Counties was adjusted, in 1706, giving Kent 
the area lying between the Sassafras and the Chester, Oldtown ceased to be anywhere near 
the center of Cecil County. Soon thereafter residents of the county began to insist that a 
more convenient location be chosen and a new courthouse built. They addressed the usual 
“humble petition” to the General Assembly which replied as was its wont by granting the 


1 Arch. of Md., XV, p. 39. work is the chief secondary source for the history of Cecil 
County. It contains a great deal of information but, unfortu- 


2 Tbid., p. 41. i 
nately, there are few references to sources. 


3 Details concerning boundaries and election districts of this 
county as of all the other counties of Maryland should be sought 
in Mathews, The Counties of Maryland. ® Arch. of Md., XXII, p. 103. 


4 History of Cecil County Maryland, Elkton, 1881, p. 838. This 


5 Loc. cit. 
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petition, but in so doing it also fixed the location of the new courthouse precisely at ‘the point 
where a certain William Thomas Lived on Elk River known by the name of Long Point on 
Bohemia Manor and on the East side of the Creek called Broad Creek being nearest the centre 
of said County’; and they also set a limit of 60,000 pounds of tobacco for both the land and 
the county buildings.’ 

At the August term of court in the same year, two acres of ground so situated were 
purchased from Ephraim Augustine Herman for 300 pounds of tobacco.’ At the November 
term of court, 1717, the same Colonel Herman was granted 35,000 pounds of tobacco to build 
the courthouse.’ The following November he received a contract for building the new prison 
and for pillory and stocks; and he also received an additional payment of 24,600 pounds of 
tobacco for the courthouse.”” In March 1718/19, the justices held court ‘‘at the Court house on 
Elk River.” + The sequel is quickly told: at August Court, an order was given to clear several 
roads to the new courthouse; !? at November Court, it was ordered that the two acres around 
‘the courthouse be laid off in lots and it was also ordered that the land and buildings on 
Sassafras River be sold to the highest bidder.** Apparently, Colonel Herman found it unprofit- 
able to build the stocks and pillory as he had contracted to do, for at November Court 1719, 
Captain Abell Van Burkaloo promised to bring the old stocks from the old courthouse to the 
new.'t The next reference of the court to the courthouse contains the inevitable supplemental 
grant to the contractor: “Ordered that Coll Ephr Augt Herman be allowed Three thousand 
pounds of Tobacco for his Extraordinary Expenses defrayed about building the Court house.” ™ 

Johnston points out that about this time a rift appeared in the court, one which was not 
settled without an appeal to the governor and council, and that may explain why the final 
acceptance of the courthouse and the release of Colonel Herman from his bond were so long 
postponed. There were at least three commissions appointed to examine the building and close 
the business, but when this volume of court records was filled, there was no certainty that 
even the last of these commissions had done its duty.'® Meanwhile, the old courthouse, which 
had been scheduled for sale several years before, was still in the hands of the county late in 
1721, for at that time John Ward was given full power to rent the building and land to those 
persons then in possession or to any others.1’ Unfortunately, the court records for the next 
few years are missing and so these curious little problems seem destined to remain unresolved. 
Tradition has it that this courthouse on Court House Point was made of brick, but there is no 
proof, and even tradition does not give us any other details. 


Courthouse at Charlestown 


The justices of Cecil County continued to meet at Court House Point for many years, even 
though the site did not prosper any more than had the previous site on the Sassafras. But by 
the time the courthouse became dilapidated the center of population and activity had shifted 
again, and many of the inhabitants of the county petitioned the General Assembly for permis- 
sion to move the county seat. This petition was granted at the session of 1781.'* The Act 
provided for a referendum to be taken the following February. It also provided for the sale 
of the old courthouse and the building of a new one at whatever site the largest number of 
voters should choose.'® The record of this election has not been preserved, but presumably 


7™Ch. 6, Acts of 1717, Laws Liber L.L. No. 4, ff. 360-61, Ms. 16 November Court 1721, ibid., p. 428. 
This Act appears never to have been printed, either in the 17 Johnston states that it was sold February 9, 1719 to John 
Archives of Maryland or in earlier compendiums. Ward for 5,700 pounds of tobacco, but this does not seem 
8 Cecil County Court Records, 1717-1718, D.K. No. 1, f. 41, Ms. possible. Op. cit., p. 248. 
S'bid., 1.74. 48'Ch. 9. 
10 Ibid., £. 150. 19 The Honorable Joshua Clayton in a fine oration delivered 
LEO DiCtksg Oo cictlN Ook se Leake at the laying of the cornerstone of the present courthouse at 
12 Ibid., f. 130. Elkton stated that the courthouse at Court House Point was 


13 [bid., £. 164. burned by General Howe’s troops in August 1777 and that the 
Bee cage records were carried away. There is reason to believe that Mr. 

ey Ae . Clayton was misinformed, at least about the burning of the 
15 Tbid., £. 269. courthouse. 
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Courthouse as remodeled, 1884-1886 
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Charlestown was chosen as the new county seat for the court met there from 1782 to 1787. 
However, for some reason no courthouse was built. 


First Courthouse at Elkton 


Normally the preamble to an act to move a county seat gives the reasons for so doing in 
the bleakest possible terms, to wit: the courthouse is dilapidated; or it has burned down and 
it would not be worthwhile to rebuild or repair it since, in any case, its location is inconvenient 
to your humble petitioners. But there is more warmth in the Act to remove the seat of county 
justice from Charlestown to Elkton, more bitterness, and more disappointment too: 

Whereas it appears to this general assembly, that a great majority of the in- 
habitants of Caecil County, by petition, have prayed a removal of the seat of justice 
from Charles-town to the Head of Elk, and it also appearing that no public buildings 
are erected at Charles-town, except a gaol, and that no considerable improvements, or 
increase of the value of property, have been occasioned in consequence of the courts 
of justice being held there for four years last past: And whereas the inconvenience and 
expense of public ferries in said county may be obviated by such removal: And 
whereas it appears also, that the inhabitants in general of said county can, with 
greater ease and expedition, convene at the Head of Elk on court and other public 
business. .. .”° 

The body of the Act named a commission to build a courthouse and prison at a cost not to 
exceed £1,200 current money, but since building a courthouse in those days required a good 
deal of time, these commissioners were authorized to find temporary quarters for the court 
in the meanwhile; and they fixed on the Public House of John Barnaby as entirely suitable 
for this use. The sheriff was ordered to remove the prisoners, and the clerk of court, the 
records; and all of this was to be accomplished before April 10, 1787. The court acted 
promptly, for it is a matter of record that the June term of 1787 was held in Elkton. Work 
on the new building lagged, however, and as was customary, the amount budgeted for the 
purpose proved to be insufficient. The General Assembly was, therefore, appealed to again, 
and at the 1789 session an additional £800 current money was authorized.?! Once more the 
building commissioners found themselves in difficulty, and a last appeal to the General Assem- 
bly produced authorization in 1791 for another £700.°* 


There is general agreement among historians that this first courthouse in Elkton was 
completed in 1792, but there is disagreement about just what the courthouse was. Joshua 
Clayton maintained that the original courthouse consisted only of the building in which the 
offices of the clerk of the court and register of wills were housed, that is to say that part of 
the building which was spared when the rest was razed in 1940 and which is still in use. 
Alice E. Miller without taking sides states that there are two theories: one, that the original 
building was the building still standing, and the other that this building dated from 1832.7° 
Johnston stated flatly that the smaller building was the one dating from 1832.* Again Mr. 
Clayton seems to have been misinformed, for the Act of Assembly authorizing the building 
of 1832 stated specifically that the commissioners of Cecil County were empowered and 
directed “to build two fireproof offices, for the use of the Clerk of the county and the Register 
of Wills.”’ The site was to be at or near the courthouse and the cost, $1,000.2° Unfortunately 
this sum proved to be insufficient and no contract was let until a supplemental act providing 
for an additional $500 was passed at the next session.*® Sad to relate, even this supplement 
did not cover the full cost, and two years later another act was required to allow an 


20 Ch. 20, Acts of 1786. 23 Cecil County Maryland, A Study in Local History, Elkton, 
21 Ch. 17. Some detail concerning the purchase of supplies 1949, p. 66. 

and the payment of workmen is found in Johnston, p. 367, but 24 Op. cit., p. 367. 

he does not, give the name of the designer or builder and his 25 Ch. 11, Acts of 1829. 

sources are unknown to this writer. 26 Ch, 81, Acts of 1830. 


22 Ch, 8, Acts of 1791. 
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additional $2,000, part of which, however, was earmarked for an office for the sheriff in the 
same building.’ 


Enlargement of 1884-1886 


The courthouse of 1792 had meanwhile remained intact. It was a quiet, dignified two- 
story structure, but hemmed in on two sides by the streets of the growing town of Elkton. 
When the fireproof building to house the offices of the Register of Wills, the Clerk of Court 
and the Sheriff was built it took the form of an extension to the rear of the courthouse but 
facing the side street. This addition was of brick and one-story, but it blended well with the 
older building and the photographs which we have indicate that the two buildings together 
formed a happy union. This situation continued until the eighteen-eighties when the need for 
additional space posed a difficult problem for the county commissioners. By that time the main 
building was hemmed in on every side and they were faced with the choice of tearing the whole 
structure down and rebuilding, either on the same site or elsewhere, or of adding a third story. 

When authorization for funds to provide the needed space was first asked of the General 
Assembly, in 1884, the decision about exactly what should be done had not been made, and the 
Act which was subsequently passed provided for a maximum of $25,000 which could be used 
either to enlarge or to build anew.** But two years later the decision had been made to enlarge 
only and, therefore, a new limit of $8,000 was approved for enlarging and remodeling the 
courthouse.?? What emerged was something unique in Maryland courthouse structure. The 
hipped roof was removed and a mansard third story added. Then, presumably in order to 
support this third story, a tower was built in front of the building, from the ground up. This 
tower contained the entrance to the building, a small balcony, a clock, a curious semi-onion 
dome; and the whole was surmounted by a weathervane in the shape of a fish. 


Second Courthouse at Elkton 

Even with the additions of 1832 and 1886, the old courthouse soon became crowded and, 
in time, a new effort was made to replace it. By the third decade of this century it had become 
crowded almost beyond endurance; but by this time too there was little money in the county 
for new construction. Beginning with 1933, however, a series of acts of the General Assembly 
made it possible for the county to visualize a new public building to be built with the aid of 
Federal funds. In 1935, an act was passed authorizing the County Commissioners to expend 
$5,000 for a lot of ground on which to build a new courthouse whenever it was needed.®® As is 
normal under such circumstances, some little controversy arose over the site of the new court- 
house and about the wisdom of abandoning the old building. 

In the end, a new site was chosen, about 200 yards east of the old courthouse and facing 
the same way on Main Street. The cornerstone ceremonies took place in May 1939, and there- 
after the actual building proceeded rapidly. The architects were Malone and Williams of 
Salisbury and the general contractor was the Lacchi Construction Company. The total cost 
of the building was about $225,000 of which a large part was provided by the Federal Emer- 
gency Administration of Public Works. The dedication ceremonies held July 26, 1940, marked 
the official opening of the building. At that time the county considered that it had solved the 
problem of adequate space at least for some time to come, but the multiplication of records 
and agencies has disappointed that hope. 

The writer quotes without prejudice the esthetic judgment as to this courthouse of the 
late Hulbert Footner, an esteemed critic of such things: 

The building stands directly upon Main Street without a tree or a bit of grass to 
grace it. The material is handsome enough, being the native stone of Cecil County, but 
the bronze trimmings seem strangely out of place and the design, inclining to L’Art 


Moderne, hopelessly out of character with the simple, pleasant American town that 
surrounds it. The desire to be up-to-date leads men into strange aberrations.*! 


27 Ch. 65, Acts of 1882. 80 Ch. 246, Acts of 1935. 
28 Ch. 453, Acts of 1884. 31 Maryland Main and the Eastern Shore, New York, 1942. 
29 Ch, 240, Acts of 1886. pp. 249-50. 
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CHARLES COUNTY 


The Charles County which built the courthouses and created the records described in 
this account must be distinguished from an earlier Charles County whose bounds were entirely 
different. This earlier county, now referred to as ‘Old Charles,” was created by an order in 
Council of October 3, 1650. And the date of its erection, November 21, 1650, is mentioned 
in the act setting up Calvert County.? Robert Brooke was made commander of the County, 
and it was perhaps for his benefit that the County was laid out. In any case, he was then a 
close personal friend of the Proprietor and presumably had benefited largely from his 
patronage. On September 28, 1653, “Old Charles’ was wiped out, a casualty of the religious 
and political feuding of the period,? and on July 3, 1654, part of it was incorporated into 
Calvert County. 


A first step was taken in the creation of new Charles County, April 13, 1658, when it 
was ordered: 


That a Commission be drawne up for the keepeing of a Court, on the North side 
of Wicocomaco River & that that part of the Province be erected into a County.* 


The commission is found among the records of the Provincial Court and is dated May 10, 1658. 
The bounds of the new county were described as follows: 


all that tract of Land of this our Province of Maryland Bownded with West 
Wicocomoco Ryver, up to the head thereof, & Sowth with Patowmeck ryver from the 
mouth of Wicocomoco up as high as any Plantaodn under our government is now seated, 
And from thence with a right Line drawne from such plantadn as aforesaid to the 
head of Wicocomoco Ryver.... 


The county was to be named for Lord Baltimore’s son and heir apparent, Charles Calvert.* 


First Courthouse 


Little time was lost by the commissioners who were named by the Governor in actually 
beginning to function as a separate government. The court sat for the first time May 25, 
1658. It is possible that its first meetings were held at what is now Port Tobacco, and this 
is the current belief in Charles County. However, there is no indication in the earliest records 
that this was the case. The first two volumes of the court records covering the period 1658- 
1666 mention an exact place of meeting only twice: “At A Counties Court Held at Humpherie 
Atwikses the 4th of June A° 1658,” and “The Court is Adiourned untill the 12" of March A° 
1660 & appoynted to bee held at Clement Theobals hows.” ® Otherwise one must be content 
with the unrevealing “At A Court held in Charleses Countie,’’ which is repeated time after 
time until 1670, after which the place of meeting is sometimes given as “Portobacco.” 


According to the plaque erected in the 1954 addition to the present courthouse, the first 
Charles County courthouse was built in 1658, and it is described as “One room built of logs, 
located on the western shore of Port Tobacco Creek.” This writer, unfortunately, has not 





1 Arch. of Md., III, 259-60. 4 Ibid., 341. 
* Ibid., 308. ONG, DEI, TH 


3 Tbid., 308. STbid.,, Litt, 4, 1115 
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Courthouse of 1675 


been able to find documentation for this assertion. The court proceedings speak of a court- 
house for the first time at a court held January 5, 1663: 


The Commissioners have given order to the Sheriffe to procure a paer of Stocks 
Pillarie Whiping post and ducking stoole to bee finished betwixt this and the next 
Court appoynted to bee held the 3* of february the ducking Stoole to bee sett up at 
Mr Popes Creeke and the stocks Pillary and Whiping post heare at the Court hows.‘ 


The whereabouts of this “Court hows” has eluded the writer, but most likely it was an inn 
or a private residence. 


Courthouse at Moore’s Lodge 


The first try at building a courthouse may have occurred in 1672, for in the levy approved 
by the court on November 13 of that year we find this item: ‘To Henry Moore for to build a 
C't house . . . 10000 lb tobacco.””* Nothing further is heard of this arrangement with Moore. 
In any case, he could not have accomplished much before his death which occurred sometime 
before May 9 of 1673 when his will was proved.® Then, following the passage of Chapter 16 
of the Acts of 1674 (May Session), entitled ‘“An Act for Errecting a Court house and prison 
in every County within this Province,” ?° the commissioners of Charles County entered into 
an agreement with John Allen to provide a courthouse and a prison and to be situated on a 
tract of land called ‘‘“Moore’s Lodge.” 1! For a consideration of 20,000 pounds of tobacco, 
Allen contracted to have both the prison, a simple building, and the courthouse, which was of 
the cross style, ready for use by May 1675. The text of his agreement follows: 


M’ John Allen acknowledges this ensueing Deed of Sale for a Court house & prison 
with an acre of Land belonging thereunto being a parcell of a tract of Land scituate & 
being in Charles County Called Moores Lodge to M' Henry Adames & M* Thomas 
Matthewes On th® behalfe of the Right Honorable the Lord Propriet' for th® publicke 
use of th® Inhabitants of Charles County for a Court house for his Ldps Justices to 
hold Court in, & a prison house to secure prisoners in when thereunto Comitted 


To all Christian People to whom these presents shall come Greetinge I John Allen 
of Charles County in the Province of Maryland Gentleman, For & in Consideracon of 
twenty thousand pounds of good sound Merchantable tobacco raised in th® s? County 
by a publicke levy & to me in hand paid, th® receipt whereof I doe hereby acknowledge 
& therewith to be Fully paid, Contented & satisfied, have granted, bargained & sold, 
& by these presents doe grant bargaine & sell unto the Right Hono?!e Caecilius absolute 
Lord & proprietary of Maryland & Avalon Lord Baron of Baltemore &c: his heires & 
Successors for ever, One acre of Land being parcell of a tract of Land scituate in 
Charles County afores’ Called Moores Lodge distant from th® head of Portobacco 
about foure miles, & one dwelling house scituate upon th® s¢ acre of Land, twenty & 
five foot in Length & twenty & two foot in breadth, with a porch tenne foot long & eight 
foot wide thereunto Adjoyneing with a roome over th? first roome & another over th® 
st porch, & a shead behinde in breadth twelve foot & a halfe or thereabouts, divided 
with a partition into two roomes, with two bricke Chimneyes (that is to say) th® one 
to be built in the Lower roome of th® s* house, & th® other upon th® same foundation 
in the upper roome thereof, with all necessary & Convenient doores, locks, keyes, bolts, 
latches, hinges, stairecases, staires, windowes, window frames, Casements & glasse 
to be well glazed & put up in the s¢ frames throughout th® s? house above & below, & 
all the roomes to be well plankt on th® floores, the lower roome to be well wainscotted, 


7 Ibid:, LIII, 482. it was described as lying ‘‘about four miles from the head of 
SHuGh, ioe, LEA Portobaeco Creek.’ We also know that it was not on navigable 
: ‘ waters because in the Act of Assembly providing for the trans- 


* Wills, I, 525-26, 550. fer of the county seat to Chandler Town it states, ‘‘The Place 


10 Arch. of Md., II, 413-14. where the Court-house now stands, is so remote from any 

11 Unfortunately, it has been impossible to locate this site Landing, that the Charge of bringing materials .. .’’ (Ch. 11, 
more precisely. Moore’s Lodge was patented to Henry Moore in Acts of 1727). The writer hazards the guess that Moore’s Lodge 
1661 (Patents 4, 575, Ms., Land Office). It was described as and the courthouse of 1674 were located on a branch flowing 
lying on the north side of the Potomac River on the north into Zekiah Swamp somewhere near Newtown. Margaret Brown 
branch of the ‘‘Sakaio Swamp.” It was conveyed to John Klapthor and Paul Dennis Brown believe the location might 
Allen in 1670 (Charles County Land Records E No. 1, 38, Ms.) have been on Clarke’s Run in the vicinity of a farm called 
and then from Allen to the Lord Proprietary in 1674 (Charles ‘“‘Johnsontown’’ near the Charles County Fair Grounds (The 
County Land Records F No, 1, 36-37, Ms.). In this last deed History of Charles County, Maryland, La Plata, 1958, p. 20). 


63 





Plat of 1697 


64 


the upper roome well daubed & sealed with morter white limed & sized, & the shead 
sealed & lined with riven boards, And allsoe one other house to be built neare unto the 
S¢ house & upon th° s* acre of Land three foot within ground at th® foundation to be 
twenty & five foot long & fifteene foot wide within, & of sufficient strength for a prison, 
the first roome entring to be eight foot in height from th® lower floore, & a partition in 
th® middle thereof, with a loft or Garrett over all th® s4 roome, & both the floores of 
the s¢ roome & loft to be well plankt, & the said loft to be six foot high & sealed & lined 
with riven boards, Together with free Egresse & Regresse to & from th® s* houses for 
all persons at all times, The s¢ dwelling house to be Compleately finished for a Court- 
house forthwith in manner above mentioned, And th® s* house for a prison to be 
finished as afores* before the last day of May now next ensueinge, To have & to hold 
the s¢ acre of Land & houses & all & singular th® before graunted premises thereunto 
belonging with their & every of their appurtenances from mee th® s¢ John Allen & 
my heires for ever, unto the Right Honorable the Lord Proprietary aforesaid his heires 
& Successors forever, To & for th® publicke use of his & their County of Charles County 
in Maryland afores*, & th® Inhabitants thereof for a Court house for his Ldps Justices 
to hold Court in, & a prison to secure prisoners when thereunto Comitted, And to & for 
these very purposes for ever And I the s* John Allen for myselfe my heires Exec's 
& Adm's doe hereby Covenant promise & graunt to & with th® Right Hono?le the Lord 
Proprietary afores’ his heires & Successors, That I the s¢ John Allen my heires Exec's 
Adm!'s or Assignes shall & will from time to time & at all times hereafter maintein 
provide & keepe or Cause to be mainteined provided & kept a publicke ordinary or house 
of entertainement neare unto th® s¢ Court house & prison, for th® Convenient enter- 
tainement of his Ldps Justices & all other persons whatsoever at any time thither law- 
fully resortinge: And shall & will keepe & Cause to be kept the s* Court house & prison 
in good & sufficient repair for ever except their foundations shall happen to decay with 
rottonnesse, And I the s* John Allen for myselfe my heires exec's & Adm's doe further 
Covenant promise & grant to & with the Right Hono!e the Ld Proprietary his heires & 
Successors afores? That I the s¢ John Allen my heires Exec's Adm’ or Assignes shall 
& will when & as often as thereunto required, make, doe, acknowledge & execute all 
other such further act or acts, thing or things, devise or devises, Assurance or Assur- 
ances in the law whatsoever, For the further better & more sure & perfect assureinge 
& Conveyinge of all & singular th® above graunted premises with their & every of their 
rights members & appurtenances to the Right Hono!e the Lord Proprietary his heires 
& Successors as afores‘ to & for th® uses afores for ever, In wittnesse whereof I have 
hereunto sett my hand & seale this tenth day of Novmb" in three & fortieth yeare of 
the Dominion of the Right Hono”!’ Caecilius absolute Lord & Proprietary of Maryland 
& Avalon Lord Baron of Baltemore &c: Anno Domini 1674 John Allen (locus) sigilli 
Signed sealed & delivered 
in the presence of 
Benjamin Rozer 
John Jones 

Memorandi, that full & peaceable possession & seizin of th® st house was given by the 
within named John Allen to M* Henry Adames Mt Thomas Matthewes & M* Ignatius 
Causine three of his Ldps Justices on the behalfe of the Right Honor?! Caecilius 
Absolute Lord & Proprietary of the Province of Maryland & Avalon Lord Baron of 
Baltemore &c for th® uses within mentioned in th® presence of us whose names are 
here under written 

Benjamin Rozer 

John Jones 

Cleborne Lomax 1? 


Apparently Allen found himself unable to fulfill his agreement for at the January term, 
1677, Thomas Hussey was given 20,000 pounds of tobacco for finishing the courthouse and 


the two rooms in the shed behind, all of this to be done by September Court following.'* 


While this creation of Allen and Hussey was relatively large, it was shortly thereafter 
to be enlarged by Michael Ashford with whom the commissioners signed the following agree- 


ment on September 12, 1682: 


That the sd. Michaell Ashford doth hereby promise & covenant to with the 
Commissions of this County, to adde ten foote in Length to the Courthouse of this 


12 Arch. of Md., LX, 615-18. For the sequel to the relation- house of Port Tobacco see Ethel Roby Hayden, ‘‘Port Tobacco, 


ship of Allen and Hussey see Arch. of Md., VIII, 24-26; and 
for an interesting and somewhat different account of the court- 
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Lost Town of Maryland,’’ Md. Hist. Mag., XL, 261-76. 
13 Charles County Court Proceedings, G No. 1, 118, Ms, 
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Courthouse at Port Tobacco, 1818 
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County in heighth & breadth & Every Way proportionable according to the pitch & 
size of the sd. house & to planke it With sawn planke under foote & over head, & to seile 
the Lower rooms as the rest of the house is, & to erect a seat of Judicature With 
turned woode as at the Provintiall Court, & to Make a table Eight foote in Length & six 
foote in breadth, & to make a Convenient place for the placeing of his Lorsps. arms. 
And further the sd. Michaell Ashford doth promise & engage upon his creditt, to doe it 
desently & Comendable & to finish the sd. worke by March Court next Coming. In 
Consideration whereof the sd. Comission*s doth hereby engage & promise to pay unto 
the sd. Michaell Ashford for the doeing & finishing the sd. worke the sume of ten 
thousand pounds of tobaccoe to be Levyed in the County Levy this yeare, & the sd. ten 
thousand pounds of tobaccoe lye in the hands of Coll’. Wm. Chandler sherife, untill 
such as that the Comission®s doe order him to pay it unto the sd. Michaell Ashford.‘ 


be lis 


In 1697, it was reported that “‘the Court house of this County is old & wants Repairing. 
Extensive repairs and additions were authorized in 1699 and this time the contract was 
awarded to Hugh Teares: 


Proposalls how the Court House of Charles County is to be Repaired as ffolloweth 

The Court House is to be new Posted and new Groundselld & all the Lower ffloore 
to be made new; w* new Sleepers & to be Laid with new Planck & to be new Weather 
Boarded all Round ffrom Bottom to the Topp & to be new Covered & the Chimney to be 
Taken away & made up according to the Worke of the House &c: 


The Chamber over the Seate of Judicature to [be] Cieled with Clapp board & 
ffitted ffor A Lodging Chamber &c: 


The Old paire of Staires to be Taken down & a new paire of halfe pac’d Large 
Staires to be Erected where the Justices shall think most Convenient under the said 
Roofe & all Window fframes & shutters to be new made & a Window to be Out [cut ?] 
at the Gable End where the Chymney now stands & the Porch of the said House to be 
fitted & Repaired according to the house &c: 


Also a Twenty ffoot square new Roome to be made on the Back side of the said 
Court house opposite to the Porch with an Outside Chimney & Clossett at the End of 
the said Roome to be Planck’d below & above & Cieled above & below with Clapp 
board with Convenient Windowes & Shutters & the said Roome to be of the same 
Dimensions ffor highth wt the Court house &c. And also to make & Build a Cage of 
Twelve ffoot square sufficient & strong to secure Prisoners In And also to make Good 
& sufficient the Pillory & Stocks 


The New Roome not to be fframed Worke but with Posts In the Ground of Locust 
strong and Sufficiently Built 


The Justices ffurther Thincks ffitt That the Two Old Houses upon the new Court 
House Land (fformerly M* Hussey’s) be ffitted & made up Tight & Strong ffor Stables 
to secure the Commissioners Officers & Suitors Horses &c: wt® Convenient Partitions 
Racks & Mangers &c: 


M* Hugh Teares proposeth The doing of the said Worke ffor which he De- 
mands Twenty Seaven Thousand ffive Hundred pounds of Tobacco to be p*%. at 
two Equall payments the One halfe this yeare and the other halfe next yeare 
ffollowing and all the said Worke to be ffully ffinnished Compleated & Ended by the 
Last Day of Aprill In the yeare One Thousand & Seaven Hundred upon the penalty 
& fforfeiture of ffifty ffive Thousand pounds of Tobacco—upon the Non Perform- 
ance thereof; The said Hugh Teares is to begin & proceed fforthwith about the 
ffitting & repairing the Lower part of the Court House & to ffinnish the same by 
the last day of March Next &c: 


The said Hugh Teares is to ffinde Provisions Timber Attendance & all other 
Materialls, (Nailes & all other Iron Worke only Excepted) which the County is to 
ffinde & provide ffor the doing and performing the said Worke &c: 1° 
In 1697, Joseph Manning was asked by the court to survey the land on which the public 
buildings stood and to prepare a plat for insertion in the records. This plat was submitted 
September 16, 1697, and was copied into the land records of the County.'* The courthouse 
shown on this plat is a cross-type clapboard structure with a high pitched roof and a large 


14 Charles County Land Records, Liber K No. 1, 19-20, Ms. 16 Court Proceedings, Liber X No. 1, f. 192, Ms. 
15 Court Proceedings, Liber V No. 1, 276, Ms. , UIGEADETE VAN Oslo tie 
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Courthouse at La Plata, 1896 
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chimney. Indeed, if the copyist can be believed and if this drawing is not simply a work of 
fancy, this courthouse had pretension to elegance. All that we know positively of its location, 
in addition to the fact that it was on ‘‘Moore’s Lodge,” is found in the preamble to an Act of 
1727 granting permission to build a new courthouse. There it is stated that ‘“‘the Place where 
the Court-house now stands, is so remote from any Landing, that the Charge of bringing 
Materials together by. Land-Carriage, for that End, will be much greater than if the same was 
to be built at the Head of Port-Tobacco Creek, where they may be easily Waterborn.” 


Courthouse at Chandler Town-Charles Town-Port Tobacco 
Fortunately, the new site was described more precisely in the body of the act: 


That the Justices of Charles County-court, ... are hereby authorized, ... to go to 
such Place commonly known by the name of Chandler-Town, on the East Side of 
Port-Tobacco Creek... . 1° 


When the site had been chosen and the courthouse was building, another act was passed by 
the General Assembly permitting the laying out of land and erecting a town adjacent to the 
new courthouse, and this town was to have its name changed from Chandler Town to 
Charles Town.?” 


There had been a settlement at Chandler Town—lots laid out and buildings erected— 
perhaps as early as 1686; but by 1727 the buildings were in ruin or gone and titles uncertain. 
Therefore, the justices of Charles County appointed a commission to choose three acres within 
the town, to have them surveyed, and to fix a fair price. This work was completed Decem- 
ber 20, 1727, the price set at 2,000 pounds of tobacco.?° The same commission then agreed 
with Robert Hanson and Joshua Doyne to build a courthouse and prison, stocks and pillory 
for 122,000 pounds of tobacco. The courthouse was to be built according to specifications 
which the contractors had previously filed with Colonel John Fendall.?!. Unfortunately, these 
specifications appear to be lost, and lacking any other evidence, we are totally without knowl- 
edge of the structure. Because of the cost, however, we may assume it was of brick. The 
exact date on which it was completed is known because of a note in the court proceedings of 
August 11, 1730: 


The Court adjourns til tomorrow morning Eight oclock to meet at the new Court 
house in Charles Town.?? 


Shortly thereafter, April 26, 1731, the old courthouse and its site were sold to James 
Maddock and he sold them the next day for three hundred pounds of tobacco less than he had 
paid to John Hanson, but reserving the right to the timber and other materials salvaged 
from the courthouse.”* 


Second Courthouse at Charles Town-Port Tobacco 


In time, the building of 1727-1730 became old and inadequate. The effort to replace it began, 
curiously enough, with a demand for a new jail. In 1811, an act was passed to permit the 
Levy Court of Charles County to raise $2,000 for this purpose.?* 


Four years later the special commissioners who had been appointed to build the jail were 
authorized to levy an additional $3,000 in the same manner and to devote the entire sum to 
the building of a new courthouse at Charles Town, and nothing further is said about the 
jail.2> But this courthouse, following the example of all public buildings, could not be finished 





18 Ch. 11, Acts of 1727. 22 Tbid., 410. 

19 Ch. 6, Acts of 1729. 23 Ibid., Liber M No. 2, 249-50, Ms. 
20 Court Proceedings, Liber Q No. 2, 59-61, Ms. 24 Ch. 65. 

21 Tbid., 61. 25 Ch. 126, Acts of 1815. 
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Courthouse with Addition of 1954 
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for the amount estimated, and the General Assembly had to be petitioned for a revision up- 
ward. The General Assembly, in 1818, authorized the levying of an additional sum not to 
exceed $15,000.2° Apparently the building had been progressing in the meanwhile, for we 
find that during the next year the General Assembly authorized the Levy Court ‘“‘to pull down, 
or otherwise dispose of, as they may deem most expedient, the house in which the offices of 
clerk and register are held.” 27 The new courthouse was occupied by the county in September 
1821. It is this courthouse which in the eyes of Charles Countians became identified with Port 
Tobacco and for long was confused with the first courthouse of the county.2* About the same 
time an act was passed changing the name of Charles Town to Port Tobacco.?° 


This courthouse continued in service until the fire of August 3, 1892, when it was com- 
pletely destroyed. The circumstances surrounding the fire are curious. The town of La Plata, 
about three miles north of Port Tobacco, began inauspiciously in 1873. Soon thereafter, the 
Popes Creek Railroad established communication between this little village and the rest of 
the State. As a result it grew, while Port Tobacco declined. Soon there developed strong 
sentiment for the removal of the county seat to La Plata, and a bill was passed in the General 
Assembly of 1882 to accomplish this purpose.*® This act provided for a referendum to be held 
at the next Congressional election. The result was, for removal, 310; against removal, 2,410.*! 
No further legislation was attempted until 1890, when a similar bill was introduced.*? This 
bill passed but was vetoed by Governor Jackson. 


At the next session, a bill was enacted and approved by the Governor.**? This act pro- 
vided that a referendum be held May 7, 1892, to decide the issue between the two towns. The 
proposed transfer was defeated by a vote of 995 to 1,329.*4 But on August 3, during the night, 
the courthouse burned. At the time, there were bitter allegations that the La Plata partisans 
had decided to accomplish their purpose by this extra-legal means; but no formal charges 
were ever made, and looking back on it from this distance in time, one is inclined to attribute 
the allegations solely to the acrimonious feeling over the transfer which had been developing 
for so long a time. Whatever the cause, however, the fire did indeed settle the issue insofar 
as Port Tobacco was concerned. It would not have been wise to rebuild in this village which 
had long since lost its entrance to the sea because of silting, and which had been bypassed by 
the railroad. Therefore, when the question was brought before the General Assembly of 1894, 
the two rivals for the new seat of government were La Plata and Chapel Point. The law 
passed at that session provided for an election to be held the first Tuesday in June, 1895. 
Provision was also made for a bond issue of $20,000 for a new courthouse and jail wherever 
the voters chose to put them, and the county commissioners were authorized to provide tem- 
porary quarters in the meanwhile.* 


First Courthouse at La Plata 


The election favored La Plata and at midnight of June 4, 1895, La Plata became the 
county seat. The same law empowered the building commissioners to sell the old courthouse 
and jail lots and to apply the proceeds to the cost of the new buildings. This was done and 
thereafter Port Tobacco rapidly declined so that when it was taken in hand again, fifty years 
later, by the Society for the Restoration of Port Tobacco, there was little left of the public 
buildings but the memory. The architect of the courthouse, completed in 1896, was Joseph C. 
Johnson; the contractor, James Haislip. 





26 Ch. 5. 31 Baltimore Sun Almanac, 18838, p. 43. 

27 Ch. 12, Acts of 1819. 32 Journal of the House of Delegates, 1890, p. 239. 
28 Klapthor and Brown, op. cit., p. 105. 33 Ch. 260, Acts of 1892. 

29 Ch. 159, Acts of 1820. , 34 Sun Almanac, 1898, p. 42. 

30 Ch, 494, Acts of 1882. 35 Ch, 546, Acts of 1894. 
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Additions to The Courthouse at La Plata 


This new courthouse changed little inwardly and not at all outwardly, until the completion 
of the South Addition in 1954. This ‘Addition,’ which is very much larger than the old 
courthouse and literally swallows it, was dedicated with fitting ceremonies on October 2, 1954. 
The architect was Frederick Tilp, and the builder, Kahn Engineering Company. The total cost 
approximated $300,000.°° 





26 A bond issue of $200,000 was authorized by Ch. 282, Acts 
of 19538. The additional funds needed were derived from other 
sources. 
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DORCHESTER COUNTY 


The exact date of the erection of Dorchester County is unknown; however, it was surely 
in existence before February 16, 1668/69, for on that date the Lord Proprietary issued writs 
to the sheriffs of all the counties of Maryland commanding them to hold an election for dele- 
gates to the next Assembly. Such a writ was issued to “Raymond Staplefort Sherriffe of 
Dorcester County.” ! An alternate date, February 4, 1668/69, is given by some historians, 
but evidence for this earlier date has escaped the writer.” The actual setting up of county 
government occurred a few months later, to be precise, on May 6, 1669, when the bounds of 
the new county were set, the justices appointed and instructed in their duties, and a clerk 
chosen to keep the books and records.’ 


Courthouse at Hardwood’s Choice and Before 


According to Elias Jones, the first courts of Dorchester County were held in private 
homes. Thereafter the county seat was located at John’s Point on Brook Creek and from 
there, in turn, removed to Harwood’s Choice perhaps on a branch of Fishing Creek. The 
removal to Harwood’s Choice was prompted by a persuasive gift from William Worgin of 
twenty-five acres ‘“‘and a new house lately built and finished by George Seward for the keeping 
of court there.” Worgin also gave timber for additional building and firewood, and he gave 
bond to the amount of 12,000 pounds of tobacco to warrant and defend the gift.‘ 


Due to the loss of the records—those between 1674 and 1690 were already lost in Jones’ 
time—we have no details about this first courthouse; but tradition insists that it still survives. 
A photograph of an ancient structure, purported to be the “First Court House and Jail of 
Dorchester County,” is found in the work of the late historian, Swepson Earle.’ It is a small 
two-room brick structure with a jerkin-head roof and dormer windows. Its location is approxi- 
mately correct, but at this late date positive identification is difficult. It is more likely that 
this building is the structure on John’s Point referred to above. 


First Courthouse at Cambridge 


According to Jones and later historians of Dorchester County, the move of the county 
seat to Cambridge was made as a result of an Act of Assembly of 1686. But no trace of such 
an act can be found at the Hall of Records or in the county courthouse at this writing. Un- 
fortunately, the Proceedings of the General Assembly—but not the acts—have been lost for 
this year, and the minutes of the county court have also disappeared. It seems likely to the 
writer, therefore, that the change was made by a simple order of court. The little information 
which we have about the first Cambridge courthouse is to be found in the indenture cited in 
full here below: 


This Indenture made the Sixth day of Decem’. in the Twelfth year of the Dominion 
of the right honble Charles absolute Lord and Propty of the Province of Maryland 


1 Arch. of Md., II, 155. 4 This information is taken from Jones, who cites as authority 
the court records for a session of December 11, 1673. This 


2 Mathews, The Counties of Maryland, p. 477; Virginia : ; 
record has apparently disappeared; it was no longer in the 


Webb, ‘‘Dorchester County,’’ in Charles B. Clark, The Eastern 


Shore of Maryland and Virginia, II, p. 1013. The later date courthouse when his list of county colonial records was com- 
is found in Elias Jones, History of Dorchester County, Balti- piled by Louis Dow Scisco in 1928 (Md. Hist. Mag., XXIII, 
more, 1920, p. 33. 243-46). 

8 Jones, 33-35. 5 The Chesapeake Bay Country, Baltimore, 1934, facing p. 389. 
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First Courthouse and Jail 
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and Avalon &¢c: Annoque Domini 1686/7 Between Major Thomas Taylor Stewart of 
Dorchester County on the behalf of the said County of the one part and Capt Anthony 
Dawson of the said County of the other part Witnesseth That the said Capt Anthony 
Dawson for diverse good Causes and Considerations him thereunto moving but more 
especially for and in Consideration of the Sum of Twenty Six Thousand pounds of 
Tobacco, agreed upon to be paid unto him the said Anthony Dawson, by the said 
Maj‘. Tho. Taylor on the behalf of the said County for and in Consideration of his 
the said Anthony Dawson his Erecting and building a Courthouse att the town of 
Cambridge within said County of Dorch". according to the Dimentions hereafter men- 
tioned and Expressed, Hath Given Granted Bargained sold and by these Presents 
Doth for himself his heirs &c. clearly and absolutely give grant Bargain and sells 
unto him the said Tho. Taylor his heirs and Assignes all that tract or parcel of Land 
containing by Estimation Three hundred and twenty five Acres the same being the 
moiety or one half part of a tract of Land which he the said Anthony Dawson bought 
or purchased of one Thos. Walker of this County commonly called or known by the 
name of Alexanders place situate lyeing and being on Transquaken River within the 
said County of Dorch". on the North west Branch of the Said River beginning att a 
marked Pohiccory tree standing by the Waterside on the North West Branch of the 
said River and running up the Branch Ninety seven Perches and a half North and 
by West thence West and by South Five hundred and thirty four Perches, thence 
Southward by East Ninety seven Perches, and a half thence running East and by 
North five hundred thirty one Perches to the first marked Pohiccory and also he the 
said Anthony Dawson Doth further Give Grant, bargain and sell unto him the said 
Maj. Thomas Taylor for the use of the Said County all that messuage, Tenement or 
Dwelling house belonging. unto him the Said Anthony Dawson scituate lyeing and being 
in the Town of Cambridge aforesaid, with all and every its rights members and Ap- 
purtenances whatsoever thereunto belonging or in any wise appurtaining, which said 
Tenement or Dwelling house is now in the tenure and Occupation of M*. Thomas 
Cooke of this County To have and to hold all and singular the said tract of Land 
Cont: by Estimation three hundred and twenty five Acres with the aforesaid house 
above hereby bargained and Sold with all and singular the hereditaments and Ap- 
purtenances whatsoever to the same respectively belonging or in any wise appertaining 
& every part thereof to him the said Major Thos. Taylor to and for the only use and 
behoof of him the said Major Tho’. Taylor on the behalf of the said County of Dor- 
chester his heirs and assigns for evermore. Provided always and it is the full intent 
and meaning of these presents by and between as well he the within menconed 
Anthony Dawson on his own behalf as he the above mentioned Maj’. Thos’. Taylor on 
the behalf of the said County of Dorch". that if the said Anthony Dawson his heirs 
Ex's, and Adm’. will well and truly build erect and Accomplish a Court house for the 
use of the said County of Dorchester att the town of Cambridge according to the 
Demention hereafter & herein menconed and Expressed by the first Day of March 
which shall be in the year of our Lord God One Thousand Six hundred and Eighty 
Seven, and Eighty Eight that is to say the said Court house to be built and erected 
fourty foott in length and twenty four foot in Breadth the two floors above and below 
to be laid with Plank and four large Windows below, and one small Casement Window, 
with two large Casements to each window, and two large transom Windows above 
one at each [end?], and the Chambers to be sealed with rived Boards one large pair 
of Stairs with Rails and Banisters, inclosures for the Stairs and Closett. One large 
table Inclosed with rails and Banisters, and Seats inclosed, likewise, Seats for the 
Justices with a Judges Chair Going up two or three Stepps with rails and Banisters 
before and Sides of the house up to the plaster to be lathed and Plaistered with a large 
Porch att the end of the house with rails and Banisters about it likewise all Glaziers 
Work Carpenters Work Smiths Work and Painters Work whatsoever, as shall to the 
Judgment of Workmen be adjudged necessary or convenient for the said Building, and 
that he the said Capt. Anthony Dawson find himself Provision Timber and Nailes, 
and all materialls for the said Building then this present Deed and every Part and 
Parcel thereof to be fully and absolutely void null and of no Effect and the said An- 
thony Dawson the said tract of Land with the said house and Premises hereby bar- 
gained as aforesaid to have again repossess, and Enjoy as his own Proper Estate, or 
Estates, anything in these presents to the Contrary Contained in any wise Notwith- 
standing, In Witness whereof the aforesaid Parties to the Presents have interchange- 


ably sett their hands & Seals the day and year first above written.°® 


6 Dorchester County Land Record No. 1, Old, 1669-1683, 


148-49, Ms. 
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Plat of Cambridge, 1853, with Architect’s drawing of Courthouse of 1854 
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The courthouse which was presumably ready in 1687, as demanded by the contract, 
served the county for almost a century. This extraordinary durability of a frame public 
building may be accounted for at least in part by certain special, favorable conditions prevail- 
ing which were reported by a committee of the General Assembly, March 23, 1697/8: ‘“Dor- 
chester County has good Court house with a brick chimney, no ordinary is kept therein and 
the Records are kept att the clerks house.” * Then in 1770, a petition was dispatched to the 
General Assembly requesting authorization to raze this old courthouse because it was too 
small for the growing county, and to build a new one.* There was some delay, however, for 
the Commissioners appointed to supervise the construction of the new building found that 
the public land on which the old courthouse stood was inadequate for the newer and larger 
courthouse. The General Assembly of 1771, confronted with this problem, solved it by granting 
the commission permission to purchase an adjoining lot, thirty feet by forty-five feet, from 
Henry Ennals, infant, and to pay his guardian forty pounds for it.°® 


Second Courthouse at Cambridge 


In spite of the acquisition of this additional building area, the unimpressed contractor 
placed the new courthouse in part on the property of Joseph Dowson and up against his house. 
Whether this was an honest error on the part of the surveyor or is to be explained otherwise 
is not now clear. In any case, after the unhappy fact was established, remedy was sought in 
the General Assembly. Chapter 20 of the Acts of 1797 begins as follows: 

Whereas . . . the records of said [Dorchester] County are unsafe, and liable 
to be destroyed, by reason of a private dwelling-house being contiguous to the court- 
house of said county, and that a part of said court-house stands upon a lot of ground 
formerly the property of a certain Joseph Dowson, and it hath been prayed that a 
sum of money may be levied on the said county for the purpose of purchasing the 
SeniGl low Gie aTOEEANC! 5 5 oo oY 

The petition was found to be reasonable and was granted. The conveyance for parts of 
lots fourteen and fifteen was made and recorded the next year.'! 


Although this courthouse stood until 1852, there appears to be no description of it which 
has survived. Jones, perhaps drawing on James S. Shepherd (whose work Court Houses at 
Cambridge was not available to this writer), states that it was made of brick—and no more.” 
In spite of all the precautions which had been taken against fire, it appears that it was fated 
for this courthouse to be destroyed in that way. The sad facts of the disaster are found in 
the Proceedings of the Orphans’ Court which met on the day following the fire: 

Whereas the Dorchester County Court house was by an Incendiary act totally de- 
stroyed by fire on Sunday morning the ninth day of May Anno Domini 1852 between 
the hours of 2 & 3 A. M. together with all the records and papers of this court— 
(except the rough and recorded minutes of this court, which two books had been taken 
home on the Saturday previous by the Deputy Register for the purpose of bringing 
up the unfinished work of Shadrack Mitchell late Register of Wills for Dorchester 
County)—by which unfortunate occurrence this court has been deprived of their 
usual place of meeting .... 1° 

The Orphans’ Court found it difficult to believe that the cause of the fire could be anything 
but incendiary and this belief was widespread, causing the County Commissioners to take the 
following appropriate action: 


Ordered by the Board, that a reward of one thousand dollars be offered to any 
person or persons, who may give such information as may lead to the Detection, 


7 Arch. of Md., XXII, 102-03. 10 Kilty, William, Laws of Maryland, Annapolis, 1800, Vol. II. 
8 Ch, 18, Acts of 1770, September Session. 11 Land Record, No. 15 H. D., 1799-1800, 43-44, Ms. 
® Ch. 16. For some reason, now obscure, the General Assembly 12 Op. cit., 40. 
of 1704 found it advisable to confirm the title of the Commis- 13 Liber T.H.H. No. 1, 1845-1854, p. 258. Microfilm copy. 
sioners of Dorchester County to the original courthouse lot 
(Chee76)). 
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Rear and Side of Courthouse of 1854 with Additions of 1931 
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prosecution and Conviction of the Incendiary or Incendiaries, who fired the Court 
House of this County on the 9th Instant and that the same be published in the Cam- 
bridge Chronicle and Democrat for three Months.!4 


If the fire was really of incendiary origin, then the culprit or culprits were never found and 
the reward went unpaid. Meanwhile, all the offices of county government began to function 
again in temporary quarters and for the most part without records. Fortunately, the General 
Assembly was then in session, and before adjournment on May 31, 1852, just three weeks after 
the fire, two acts were passed for the relief of the county. The first was “An Act to authorize 
the appointment of a Commissioner to take testimony to provide for the recording of copies 
of wills and other papers, of which the originals were lost by the burning of the Court House 
in Dorchester County, and to remedy as far as practicable the evils likely to ensue from the 
destruction of the records of said County.” !° The second act appointed a group of Commis- 
sioners who were authorized to build a new courthouse on the ground where the burned one 
had stood and for this purpose to levy up to $12,000 on the taxables of the county.'® 


Third Courthouse at Cambridge 


The records of the commissioners for building the new courthouse have not survived; 
however, there is now in the Hall of Records a handsome architectural drawing superimposed 
on a plat of Cambridge, dated February 14, 1853. Since its date precludes the possibility that 
it was drawn after the building was finished, and since there can be no doubt that it represents 
the present courthouse, we may assume that it was prepared to accompany his bid by the 
successful architect or bidder. It is signed Geo. (?) Winthrop. In the lower righthand corner 
appear the names of the following individuals: Thomas W. Anderson, Alexander H. Bayly, 
William Wingate, Lewis Ross and Charles A. Mitchell, who are listed as “Commissioners” 
(no doubt, “Commissioners for Building the Courthouse,” although the individuals are in 
several cases different from those mentioned in Chapter 324 of the Acts of 1852). William 
Rea was Clerk; he was also Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners. 


Some of the subsequent chronology of the building is sketched out roughly in the Pro- 
ceedings of the County Commissioners. On June 28, 1853, two gentlemen were appointed to 
seek out a proper place of meeting for the Circuit Court which was to include jury rooms 
“until the completion or erection of the court house.” Then, there is no further mention of 
the new courthouse until the meeting of March 20, 1854. The minute of that date is interest- 
ing enough to be quoted in full: 


Whereas James Wallace Esquire a Member of the late general assembly having 
called the attention of this board of Commissioners to an Act of the late general 
assembly entitled “An Act to authorise the Commissioners appointed by virtue of the 
Act of 1852 Chapter 324 to build a New Court House in Dorchester County to borrow 
a sum of money to furnish said House and enclose the ground” and having urged this 
board to an immediate action thereon assuring them he would assume the responsibility 
of all Complaints from the public growing out of the Sanction of this board with 
the provisions of said law—And whereas after a mature Consideration of the Applica- 
tion in Connection with the Act of Assembly; the board determined to postpone present 
Action thereon and adjourned Whereupon Thomas H. Hicks and William H. Allen 
Esquires urged upon the Commissioners the reassembling of the board and a recon- 
sideration of their postponement of action; thereupon the Commissioners reassembled 
their board and not with standing their Manifest reluctance to such hasty action in 
the premisses, Ordered and do hereby Authorize at the earnest appeal and solici- 
[ta]tions aforesaid the Commissioners appointed by the Act of 1852 Chapter 324 
to borrow the additional sum of money contemplated by the Act of the last session 
afs1,; Provided they do not exceed the sum limited by the Act afs*. 3000$ The 
Commissioners then adjourned until April 24th 1854.17 


14 Proceedings of the County Commissioners for Dorchester 16 Ch, 324. 
County, Liber W. R. No. 1, no pagination—first page, Ms. 17 Liber W. R. No. 1, no pagination, Ms. 
15 Ch, 316, 


19 


Since the act of assembly of which the board was reminded by Wallace provided that 
$3,000 could be levied with the approval of the county commissioners for furniture and land- 
scaping, we may assume that by this time the building was nearing completion.'® At the 
meeting of May 16, it was “Ordered that the keeper of the Court House now to be established 
have the sum of one hundred dollars ....’ This action would indicate that at this time, or 
shortly thereafter, the courthouse was finished. In any case, by March 19, 1855, repairs were 
needed to the roof of the building and a gully had to be filled in. 


Addition of 1931 


The courthouse of 1852-1854 proved adequate to the needs of the county and remained 
pretty much as it had been built originally until 1931.- In that year, the General Assembly 
authorized a bond issue for various construction needs of the county government amounting 
to $175,000 of which $75,000 was earmarked for repairs, renovation and enlargement of the 
courthouse '*. Fortunately, the building commission (Chairman John R. Pattison and Secre- 
tary Edwin S. Lake) preserved the handsome Italian facade. Such enlargements as were 
made were confined for the most part to the rear area. The Architect was William A. Stone, 
Jr. and the builders were Charles E. Brohawn & Brothers. 





18 Ch. 117, Acts of 1854. 
19 Ch. 493. 
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FREDERICK COUNTY 


All that part of Maryland and more, now found in Garrett, Allegany, Washington, Mont- 
gomery, Frederick and Prince George’s County, had, since 1698, been included in Prince 
George’s County. This unwieldy arrangement survived intact, however inconvenient, until 
1748 when Frederick County was created.1 The new county was formed simply by cutting 
off all this immense area from the mother county, leaving to Prince George’s approximately 
the area and boundaries which it has today. By the time the erecting act had come to a vote 
in the General Assembly it was possible to designate the county seat as a place to be chosen 
by a group of commissioners named in the act “in or adjoining to Frederick-Town.” The only 
rival which appears in the Proceedings was “on the land of Thomas Lemar,” but this rival 
seems not to have been formidable.’ 


First Courthouse at Frederick 

The Commissioners for building a courthouse and prison were instructed to purchase 
three acres of ground and construct the two buildings for a sum not to exceed £300 current 
money. They were either hesitant to begin under these conditions or they were divided among 
themselves about the site, for the land on which the courthouse was built was not conveyed 
to them until May 10, 1750.* According to J. Thomas Scharf, the exterior of the courthouse 
was completed by November 24, 1750.4 This conclusion is no doubt derived from two entries 
in the Minutes of the Court. At the November Court of 1749, “Joseph Hardman Bricklayer 
and John Shelman Carpenter in Court here engage themselves to build the Hull of a Court 
House in Frederick Town ....” ° At November Court, 1750, we are told that ““The Justices 
of the Court here having viewed the Court house lately erected in Frederick Town, approve 
of the Same, and Joseph Hardman, one of the Undertakers thereof obliges himself to point 
the Gavel end and fill up the Scaffold Holes.” © On the same day, a commission was appointed 
by the court “to contract with any person or persons towards finishing the Court house of 
the County.” * 

Unfortunately, work on the court’s permanent home seems to have lagged after so bright 
a beginning. When the General Assembly met in the autumn of 1753, the interior was still 
unfinished, and an act was passed to provide the additional sum of £210 current money to get 
it done.* But a restriction was placed on the use of this money—one hundred and ten pounds 
had to be paid to Thomas Bradford, joiner of Frederick Town “for the work done by him in 
and about the said Court house.” The date for completion of the courthouse, which is generally 
accepted, is 1756; and a delay of one year is attributed to the fact that General Braddock 
impressed some of the workmen when he passed through Frederick in 1755. But of this 
there seems to be no solid evidence. During this long if undetermined building period, the 
court made itself snugly at home, first, at the “Dutch Meeting Place,” and then at Mrs. 
Charlton’s Tavern.?® 


1 Ch. 15, Acts of 1748. the courthouses of Frederick County the writer is indebted to 
2 Arch. of Md., XLVI, 91. A good account of the circum- Charles McC. Mathias, Jr., ‘““Court Square, Frederick,’”’ Md. Hist. 
stances surrounding the formation of the new county as well as Mag., XLVII, 110-20. 
a sketch of the history of Frederick Town, laid out only a few 4 History of Western Maryland, I, 424. 
years earlier, is found in Edward S. Delaplaine, The Origin 5 Judgment Record, 1748-1750, pp. 249-50, Ms. 
of Frederick County, Washington, 1949. 6 Judgment Record, 1751, p. 176, Ms. 
3The purchase was made from Daniel Dulany and the price eT Dadeseemluane 
was £18 current money. Frederick County Land Record, Liber 5 Ch. 30, Acts of 1753. 
B, f. 267, Ms. For this reference and other material concerning ® Scharf, op. cit., p. 424. 
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Second Courthouse at Frederick 


Unhappily for the county, Mr. Hardman appears to have been less competent as an 
undertaker than an innkeeper, although even in his chosen vocation, he was forever in trouble 
for running a “‘tippling house.’’ Within a few years the “hull” of the building, for which 
he was responsible, began to deteriorate and by 1784, its state had become intolerable. No 
doubt there was always a degree of exaggeration in the petitions of “sundry citizens” of every 
county for the replacements of old courthouses; but that of “sundry inhabitants” of Frederick 
County is unusually graphic and gives every evidence of being more than normally truthful. 
It is quoted here as it found its way into the preamble of the Act of Assembly granting 
authority for a new building. 

Whereas the Justices and sundry Inhabitants of Frederick County by their petition 
to the General Assembly have represented, that the Court House and Gaol are at 
present in a very impaired State—That the former is so much out of repair, that the 
public papers and Records are not only exposed to be purloined and taken out of the 
office above Stairs, but to be damaged and defaced by every driving rain and Snow 
that may happen by penetrating into the Office among the said Records and papers, 
that the Walls of the said Court House are giving away being Cracked and Chasms 
made from the foundation to the roof thereof that the Gaol is likewise in a very 
decayed State and will be insufficient with all the repairs that can be given to secure 
Criminals—!° 

The members of the General Assembly heard this cry of distress and thereupon empow- 
ered the justices of the county to levy up to £2,000 current money. They were also granted 
permission to sell whatever materials in the old courthouse which could not be used in the 
new building and to add the proceeds to the building fund. By 1787, the outside of the new 
courthouse was finished, but the interior was not ready and as is usual in these cases, the 
money had all been expended. It was necessary, therefore, to return to the General Assembly 
with a second plea, this time for £750 current money. An act authorizing this further levy 
was passed at the April Session, 1787.11 Although it was apparently not finished at the time, 
the court began sitting in the new courthouse in March 1787.'? From the time of the razing 
of the old, and the completion or near completion of the new, courthouse, quarters were secured 
for the court in the house of Mrs. Rebecca Owen, for which she was allowed thirteen pounds 
and fifteen shillings at the November Term of 1786.'° The design of this building is attributed 
to Henry McCleery, described by Mathias as “Frederick’s little known but highly talented 
architect ....” 14 According to Scharf, the court appointed a building commission on April 8, 
1785, to supervise the building and apparently it was this commission which employed 


McCleery.*® 


Public Record Office 


When this courthouse, in time, became crowded, the levy court of Frederick County 
asked and received permission to erect a fireproof building for the safekeeping of the public 
land records. The General Assembly in 1813 authorized them to levy whatever sum was 
required for the purpose. It was specified, however, that the building was to stand on the 
public ground and that it should be commodious.'® We know that this office was built, although 
we can be certain of little else about it, and that it served its purpose until 1837 when for 


10 Laws, Liber T.B.H. No. A, pp. 465-66, Ms. 15 Op. cit., I, pp. 424-25. Scharf must have got this informa- 


11 Ch, 12. 

12 Court Proceedings, 1787-1788, p. 1, Ms. 

13'The date was actually January 2, 1787. Court Minutes, 
Frederick County, no pagination, Ms. 

14Op. cit., p. 111. Traditionally, the architect is given as 
Andrew McCleery. But according to Joseph W. Urner of 
Frederick, a descendant, it was Henry and not Andrew. 


tion from the court minutes or proceedings of that date; un- 
fortunately both records have now disappeared. It would be 
interesting to know where Scharf got evidence that the first 
courthouse was made of wood; it does not seem possible. His 
figure of two thousand pounds as the cost of the second court- 
house is wrong because he did not notice the supplemental 
authorization act cited above. 
16 Ch. 142, Acts of 1813, 
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some reason the records were moved back to the courthouse “to the room... formerly 
occupied by the clerk of said county.” 17 


At the same session of the General Assembly the levy court was authorized to levy up to 
$2,000 to prepare these quarters for the reception of the records, this sum to be augmented 
by the use of “materials of the old clerk’s office.” 1% As a footnote it seems clear from the 
wording of this act that the building which had been put up in 1813 for the storage of the 
land records might now be torn down. But this authorization proved to be premature, for 
this building was still standing in 1889 when the General Assembly approved an expenditure 
of $10,000 for building a new courthouse plus what might be raised by selling the materials 
from the old clerk’s office and courthouse.'® For some reason not now clear the levy court 
decided against the new courthouse and after collecting $2,000, went no further. Five years 
later they asked and were granted permission to use this money for repairs on the court- 
house.?° Between the time of the first request and the second, the steeple and part of the roof 
had burned in the fire of March 31, 1842, so that part of the money which became available 
in 1844 may have been used to repair fire damage. 


Third Courthouse at Frederick 


After the repairs of 1844, there were no further efforts of this kind, at least none large 
enough to demand the attention of the General Assembly. Suddenly, in 1861, the courthouse 
at Frederick became the center of public attention when Governor Hicks, having called the 
General Assembly into special session, changed the place of meeting from Annapolis to 
Frederick because the capital of the State was then occupied by Federal troops. The first 
session of the legislature took place in the courthouse on April 26th. However, these quarters 
were not suitable and so on the second day both houses moved to the new German Reformed 
Building and the short day of prominence for the old courthouse was over.?! But even had 
the General Assembly not willingly moved, it would have had only a few more days to remain 
in the old courthouse, for during the night of May 8th it was gutted by fire. It is said that 
as the flames engulfed the tower the old bell, following the normal procedure in such circum- 
stances, tolled its own knell. 


The presence of the General Assembly in Frederick made it possible for a bill to be 
introduced the next day authorizing the building of a new courthouse. After one more day 
the bill was passed.?? It was quite short, providing merely for the issuance of bonds by the 
county commissioners to the amount of $40,000 for this purpose. On June 14, 1861, a more 
elaborate bill was passed which, among other things, repealed the earlier act.?* It provided 
for a bond issue of the same amount, that is $40,000, but it settled other problems too. The 
county commissioners were directed to provide rooms for the use of the Clerk of Court and 
Register of Wills elsewhere in the town and to take over the buildings which they had used 
until that time and, finally, to provide these officers with quarters in the new courthouse. 
Meanwhile, watchmen must be hired to guard these temporary quarters. According to the 
plan this would not be too long, for the new building had to be started not later than Septem- 
ber 1, 1861, and its date of completion was set for September 1, 1862. The funds made avail- 
able by this act, as usual, proved to be insufficient. The furniture and landscaping had to be 
cared for by an act of the next session, authorizing an additional bond issue of up to $8,000.** 


Scharf gives an unusually full roster of those individuals and firms having roles in con- 
structing the new building: “Thomas Dixon, of Baltimore, was the supervising architect. 





ii Ch, 64. 21 Journals of the House of Delegates and of the Senate 
Sessions of April 27, 1861. 
22 Ch. 16, Acts of 1861, Special Session. 
23 Ch. 64, Acts of 1861, Special Session. 
24 Ch. 76, Acts of 1861, December Session. 


18 Ch. 330. 
19 Ch, 115. 
20 Ch. 254, Acts of 1844. 
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J. Edward Sifford & Co. contracted on August 8th to do the granite-work, cut-stone work, 
marble steps, sills, plinths, and floor tiling for four thousand and fifty dollars, to be completed 
by September 1, 1862. Samuel H. & John F. Adams, of Baltimore, on the same date, con- 
tracted to build the remainder of the edifice in the same period of time for thirty-three thou- 
sand one hundred and ninety dollars.”” Scharf’s judgments of quality with which he concluded 
his sketch of the courthouse are also worth repeating: ‘The court-house was finished in the 
fall of 1862, and is one of the best and most commodious in the State. Its courtroom in the 
matter of acoustics-is hardly surpassed by any in the country.” *° 


One of the corollaries to the rule that courthouses are rarely built for the price con- 
templated is that they are also never completed at the time set in the contract. This third 
courthouse in Frederick was no exception. It was not until October 6, 1864, that the county 
authorities were able to settle with Sifford. Meanwhile, the county officers had been ordered 
to move into their quarters by February 1, 1864, or as soon thereafter as possible.?° 


The exterior of this building remains practically unchanged. About 1890, the fence 
which surrounded the square was removed and the fountain and cherubs, as well as the walks, 
were placed substantially as they are today. During the summer of 1896, the courtroom was 
radically rearranged. The balcony was removed and a false ceiling of steel was hung about 
six feet below the true ceiling in an effort to improve the acoustics of the room which proved 
not to be so good as Scharf had thought. 


No other significant changes were made in the courthouse until late in 1953, when the 
crowding in the various offices, especially in that of the Clerk of the Court, became intolerable. 
At that time, the county commissioners undertook extensive remodeling which cost, before it 
was completed in 1956, close to $400,000. The architect chosen was Charles F. Bowers and 
the general contractor, Lloyd C. Culler, both of Frederick. The changes included remodeling 
of the courtroom and judges’ chambers, additional rooms for the clerk of the court, installation 
of an elevator and of air conditioning in the courtroom and chamber, a new heating plant, 
and individual air-conditioning units for the other offices. As a result of this remodeling, the 
one-hundred-year-old courthouse has been converted into an efficient, comfortable seat of 
county government.?’ 





25 Op. cit., p. 425. 1955 of the Circuit Court for Frederick County, Maryland, Ms., 
26 Much of this information and what follows is from Parsons furnished by Honorable Ellis C. Wachter, Clerk of the Court. 
Newman, Remarks on the Opening of the September Term 27 Details of this remodeling of 1954-1956 have been supplied 


by the present, Clerk of the Court, Honorable Ellis C. Wachter. 
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GARRETT COUNTY 


The effort to carve a new county out of the western half of Allegany County had to be 
sustained over a long period of time and against much opposition before achieving its end. 
A permissive clause for the erection of a county in the area now included in the bounds of 
Garrett County was inserted in the Constitution of 1851.' Nothing was accomplished, how- 
ever, until the adoption of two other constitutions, those of 1864 and 1867, which provided 
that no new county could be erected whose area was less than four hundred square miles and 
whose population was less than ten thousand. 


Following the erection of Wicomico County on the Eastern Shore, a renewed effort was 
made to create another Western Shore county; and in 1871, the fight for Garrett was renewed. 
Petitions were accordingly presented to the General Assembly in 1872, and an act was passed 
“to provide for taking the vote of the people for or against a new county in certain Election 
Districts of Allegany County at the election to be held in the fall of eighteen hundred and 
seventy-two.” * The results of the General Election of November 4, 1872, were as follows: for 
the new county, 1,297; against, 405. On the same ballot the County seat was chosen. The 
vote was as follows: Grantsville, 590; McHenry, 461; Oakland 653. Oakland was therefore 
declared the county seat and has remained so to this day. The new County was named for 
John W. Garrett of Baltimore, who was then president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad.’ 


First Courthouse at Oakland 


Governor Whyte issued a proclamation on December 4, 1872 declaring the existence of 
Garrett County. A special election was held January 7, 1873 when a full slate of officers was 
named. Office space was found in one existing building or another, and when the court met 
for the first time, May 19, 1873, the Glades Hotel was pressed into service as a courtroom. 
But the contest over which should be the county town was not over nor was it extinguished 
by an act of the General Assembly of the next year which authorized the county commissioners 
to borrow, through the issuance of bonds, up to $30,000 to build a courthouse and jail in 
Oakland. The county commissioners, still uncertain, refused to act under this authorization 
and they took no steps to provide a permanent courthouse until they were required to do so 
by a writ of mandamus issued by the Circuit Court of the County October 14, 1876. How much 
was actually expended for the combination courthouse and jail is not certain, but according 
to Jacob Brown, it was $15,000.° It was located at Fourth and Green Streets. It was con- 
structed of red brick by two builders known to this writer only as Burton and Burk. The 
courthouse was finished and occupied before the end of the next year. 


Second Courthouse at Oakland 


The old courthouse—now part of the Oakland High School—served for thirty years before 
the growth of the county and the toll of time made it obsolete. Thereupon the General Assem- 
bly, in response to a demand from the County, passed an act authorizing the county commis- 





1 Art. 8, sec. 2. Unless otherwise noted, the information 3 Thekla Fundenberg Weeks, Oakland Centennial History, 
which follows is taken from Inventory of the County and Town 1849-1949. Oakland, 1949, pp. 25-6. 
Archives of Maryland, No. 11 Garrett County, edited by Morris 4 Ch. 346, Acts of 1874. Also Ch. 76. 
L. Radoff, Baltimore, 1938. 5 Brown’s Miscellaneous Writings, Cumberland, Md., 1896, 


2 Ch. 212, Acts of 1872. pp. 292-93. 


89 





Present Courthouse, 1908 


90 


sioners to issue bonds for the purchase of a convenient lot and the construction of a court- 
house and jail subject to the approval of the electorate of the County.® The issue was presented 
on the ballot at the congressional election of November 1904 and must have failed of a 
majority since nothing further is heard of it. Another bill providing for a bond issue of 
$75,000 for the same purpose was passed at the next session of the General Assembly.? This 
time the voters at the ensuing November election approved, and the work was undertaken 
shortly thereafter. A more convenient location was chosen, and the contractor W. A. Liller 
of Keyser, West Virginia completed the building for the contract sum of $60,692 by Novem- 
ber 23, 1908. The architect was J. Riley Gordon.’ There have been no important changes 
since that time. 


6 Ch. 471, Acts of 1904. tober 17, 1957, of the Honorable Vernie R. Smouse, Register 
7 Ch. 788, Acts of 1906. of Wills of Garrett County. I am indebted for additional in- 
8 Some of this information is from a communication of Oc- formation of Miss Elizabeth J. West, of Oakland, Md. 
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HARFORD COUNTY 


From the time it was erected, the seat of government of Baltimore County had been 
located in or near the present Harford County. Then, in 1768, the county seat was removed 
from Joppa to Baltimore City, imposing a very real hardship on the citizens of the northern 
part of the County. Hardly had the transfer been effected before agitation began for the 
erection of a new county. By 1773, enough sentiment had been stimulated to interest the 
General Assembly. At the second session of the year an act was passed to authorize the 
creation of a new county to be named for Henry Harford, Lord Proprietary and illegitimate 
son of Frederick, the Sixth and last Lord Baltimore.t This Act provided also that the county 
seat should be in or near Bush or Harford Town, at the head of Bush River, where four acres 
were to be purchased on which to erect the county buildings. For this purpose the sheriff 
was to collect from all the inhabitants of Baltimore County 154,666 pounds of tobacco. (It 
was reasoned that since all of Baltimore County had shared in the proceeds of the sale of the 
former county buildings at Joppa it was only fair that all should contribute to this new county 
venture.) In addition, a levy of 200,000 pounds of tobacco was laid on the citizens of the 
new county. 


The court of Harford County met for the first time, March 22, 1774, at Bush Town, in 
the “house wherein Thomas Miller now keeps store.” The justices allowed the owner, Aquila 
Hall, twelve pounds current money annual rent and the lessee, Miller, ten pounds current 
money “for repairing the said house so as to be fit for the reception of prisoners.” ? No effort 
was made at this time to undertake the building of a courthouse. There is no reason given, 
but perhaps we may assume that the uncertainty of the times discouraged building here as it 
did in Annapolis and elsewhere. In any case, the provincial General Assembly was meeting 
for the last time during this first term of court of Harford County, and no doubt at the 
suggestion of the new county, an act was passed suspending the power of the commissioners 
for building a courthouse and prison in Harford County.* The suspension was to remain in 
effect until the next session which, as it turned out, did not occur until February 1777, the 
first session under the new State Constitution. The suspension of powers was then and subse- 
quently continued until the end of the November Session, 1781.4 


First Courthouse at Bel Air 


Unfortunately, when hostilities had ceased, the inhabitants of the county seemed no 
longer to be of one mind about the location of the county seat at Harford Town (or Bush). 
When the courthouse of Harford County next became a matter for legislative action, late in 
1781, authority was granted for a referendum to decide between Harford Town, Otter Point, 
Cross Roads (Gravelly Hill), Lower Cross Roads (Churchville), and Aquila Scott’s Old Field 
(Bel Air). The act further provided that if only two of these possible sites were placed on 
the ballot then the one receiving the larger number of votes would be selected; but if three 
or more were voted upon then the highest two in the results would be voted upon again in a 
sort of runoff election.’ Aquila Scott’s Old Field was the choice of the electorate, but now new 





1 Ch. 6, Acts of 17783, November Session. 3 Ch. 18, Acts of 1774. 

2 Much of the information in this chapter has been drawn 4 See Ch. 17, Acts of 1777, February Session; Ch. 1, Acts of 
from Walter W. Preston, History of Harford County Maryland. 1777, June Session; Ch. 6, Acts of 1778, March Session; and 
Baltimore, 1901. Judge Preston was exceptionally full in his Ch. 29, Acts of 1781, May Session. 
account of the courts and courthouses, 5 Ch. 10, Acts of 1781, November Session. 
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difficulties arose: the commissioners who had collected the special levy for the courthouse, 
which had been authorized by the act of 1773, and the sheriff of Baltimore County, who was 
also to collect a large tax for this purpose, were not willing to pay these funds to the com- 
missioners for building the courthouse. The General Assembly found it necessary to order 
them to do so or to forfeit their bonds.° 


But the courthouse was still far from built. Now a new rival for county town appeared 
in Havre de Grace with enough supporters to persuade the General Assembly to suspend once 
more the construction of public buildings.” The General Assembly then felt the wrath of 
“Bell-air’”’ again—it ordered another election to be held, this one a showdown between these 
two towns and no others.* This time the choice of Bel Air was final, and the justices of the 
county seem to have proceeded to build on the two and five-eighths acres of ground purchased 
in Bel Air, April 27, 1782, from Aquila Scott of James.’ But they were soon in difficulty again. 
As was customary, there was not enough money to finish the work and there was also a special 
complication: it seems that the Sheriff of Baltimore County had not collected the full amount 
provided in the Act of 1773, or at least no one seemed to know for sure that he had. He was 
now ordered to provide the balance, and the justices of Harford County were authorized to lay 
an additional levy on the new county.'® When even this proved insufficient, a supplemental 
levy of £500 current money was authorized." 


Meanwhile, the court was meeting in private or public houses, first in Harford Town and 
then, after 1782, in Bel Air. Its peregrinations are difficult to follow because of many losses 
in the court records and also because those which have survived are hardly more than the 
most abbreviated minutes. From time to time, though, there is some note of the place of 
meeting—for example, we find this notation in the Minutes of November 14, 1788: “Gilbert 
Jones Agrees with the Court to furnish them with the Same Rooms to hold Court in and 
Jury Rooms which they have been accustomed too and the Clerk’s Office which he has now, 
and find the Court in fire wood for the Sum of forty pounds a Year.” ™ 


The record losses have also made it impossible to know the name of the designer and 
builder of this courthouse, but Preston found that the court agreed with James Johnson, 
January 10, 1791, to finish the building ‘agreeably to the plan filed in the clerk’s office.” '* For 
his work Johnson was allowed £550, which must have been only a small fraction of the total 
cost. Preston believes that the court met for the first time in its new building in March 1791. 
The plans filed in the clerk’s office have long since disappeared but Preston, who might well 
have seen it, has given us a detailed description : 


The courthouse which was then first used was built of brick and occupied the same 
position as the present [1859] court building in Bel Air. It had wings to the north and 
south. The wing on the north was used for the clerk’s office, and that on the south for 
the office of the register of wills. The courtroom was down stairs, and the floor was 
made of bricks. Within the rail where the lawyers and jury sat the floor was raised, 
and the bench, or judge’s seat, was high above like a pulpit. There were two immense 
open fireplaces in the room, in which hickory of cordwood lengths was burned. The 
other county officers were on the second floor, the steps to which went up from the 
outside, starting at the front door and slanting towards the south. The steps had no 
covering, and as the grand jury room was upstairs that body in passing from their 
room to the court and back again had to go out of doors, as also with the petit jury. 
There was a landing at the head of the steps, and from this landing it was customary 
for political speakers to address their audiences. ** 


The two wings, one for the register of wills and the other for the clerk of court, were 


6 Ch. 10, Acts of 1784. 11 Ch. 34, Acts of 1790. 
7 Ch. 58, Acts of 1785. 12 Harford County Court Proceedings, 1788, Ms. 
8 Ch. 24, Acts of 1786, November Session NE We ee 
ae j ? : 3 14 Tbid., pp. 81-82. There now hangs in the Judge’s Chamber 
® Harford County Land Record, 1787-1788, Liber J.L.G. No. H, three drawings of the courthouse made in 1912 from the recol- 
f. 103, Ms. lections of Joseph R. Ely, G. Smith Norris, John Moores and 
10 Ch, 28, Acts of 1788. John F, Lingan. 
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certainly there before the courthouse was burned in 1858 but they were not an original part 
of the building.'*® Their construction was authorized in 1830 by an Act of Assembly which 
appointed a special commission with power to levy up to $2,000 for this purpose.'® 


It was specified in the act that the two wings would be built adjoining the courthouse. 
This was a recognized hazard for the records, but safeguards were taken when it was also 
ordered that the wings be fireproof. In any case, when the courthouse burned on the night 
of February 19, 1858, the older central building was totally destroyed while the two wings 
containing so many valuable records of the county were saved. A vivid account of the fire 
was published in the Baltimore Sun the next Monday, February 22, part of which is here 
reproduced: 


We learn that on Saturday morning, a fire broke out in the county court house 
located at Belair, which consumed the main building. The fire caught from a stove in 
the county commissioners’ office, in the second story, and occupied by H. D. Gough, 
Esq., clerk to that body. When first discovered, at 4% o’clock, the flames were burst- 
ing through the windows, and the inhabitants of the village and surrounding country 
were aroused by the startling cry of “Fire” to collect around the doomed structure 
without being able to give battle to the flames, there being no fire apparatus of any 
kind in the village. The flames, thus uncontrolled, burned furiously for an hour and 
a half. Fortunately, a severe snow-storm prevailed at that time, and the snow upon 
the roofs of the nearest dwellings prevented the flames from spreading beyond the 
court-house. But for this circumstance a good portion of the village must have been 
laid in ashes, as the wind was blowing heavily from the north-east. The Methodist 
Protestant Church in the rear, a dwelling on the left, and law offices on the right, were 
in considerable danger, but escaped. At 6 o’clock the main buildings were in ruins, 
but the two wing's, occupied by the register of wills, Benedict H. Hanson, and clerk of 
the court, William Galloway, were uninjured. 


They are low one story offices, built of brick, covered with slate, and protected by 
iron fire-proof doors and shutters. To these the county is indebted for the preservation 
of valuable records, the destruction of which would have caused an incalculable amount 
of confusion in county affairs. The main building, which fell a prey to the flames, was 
also of brick, two stories high, and contained on the first floor the court room, clerk’s 
office, petit and grand jury rooms, and on the second floor the county commissioners’ 
office and an apartment used by the societies of the county and for the holding of 
the village balls, ete. 


All the books of the commissioners’ office were destroyed. They related to the 
public business of the county, such as roads, taxes on property, etc., and cannot be 
replaced, it is thought, without a reassessment. 


The court-house was erected about the year 1820 [1791], but the register’s and 
clerk’s offices, adjacent, were not built until 1827. The edifice was 60 feet long by 40 
wide, and stood near the centre of the village, surrounded by a court-yard. As 
the regular sitting of the court takes place in May, the county will be without accom- 
modations at Belair. The loss is supposed to be between $3,000 and $4,000, upon which 
we learn there is no insurance. 


Second Courthouse at Bel Air 


Fortunately, the General Assembly was in session when the fire occurred so that it was 
only a matter of days before a bill had been introduced and passed authorizing the construction 
of a new courthouse.'* A bond issue of $20,000 was to be sold by the special commissioners 
named in the act, and as Preston has noted, the courthouse was completed for this amount— 
an occurrence almost unique in the history of Maryland public buildings. Moreover, it was 
ready for occupancy in 1859. While construction was going on, the courts met in the building 
of the Masonic Order and Union Church which occupied a part of the original courthouse lot. 


15 Nor did the lot remain the same, for in 1827, a consider- 16 Ch. 183, Acts of 1829. 
able part of the original two and five-eighths acres was sold 17 Gh. 91, Acts of 1858. 
to the Masons for the erection of a meeting hall (Ch. 36, Acts 
of 1826; Harford County Land Records, H. D. No. 11, f. 77. 

Microfilm copy, Hall of Records). 
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The new courthouse appears to have given satisfactory service until the end of the century 
when the dilapidation of the building and the crowding due to the inevitable increase in busi- 
ness stimulated a move for a new building. An act authorizing the enlarging of the courthouse 
was passed at the 1904 session of the General Assembly.'* This act provided a maximum of 
$25,000 for this purpose, apparently leaving the choice of enlargment or building anew to the 
discretion of the special commissioners appointed to oversee the work of the County. The 
choice was for enlargement. 


18 Ch, 4, 
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HOWARD COUNTY 


The area composing the present Howard County was separated from Anne Arundel 
County in 1698 and made part of Baltimore County.! Then in 1727, this action was reversed 
and the same area, or approximately the same area—the bounds were not clear—was returned 
to Anne Arundel County.” In time, the ready water power offered by the Falls of the Patapsco 
attracted mills to the area, especially those of the Ellicott brothers who came from Pennsyl- 
vania immediately before the Revolution.? The mills changed the area from tobacco to small- 
grain country, they encouraged the building of roads, and ultimately they brought the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad. 


These developments stimulated an increase in population and, consequently, the demand 
for a county town more convenient than Annapolis. As a first step in local governmental 
divorce, this section of Anne Arundel County was set apart and called Howard District after 
the Revolutionary soldier and statesman, John Eager Howard. In effect this act of the 
General Assembly of 1838 created a new county with normal county government seated at 
Ellicott’s Mills, except that it had no right to representation in the General Assembly.‘ 
Ellicott’s Mills became Ellicott City by virtue of Chapter 48 of the Acts of 1867. The pure 
formality of recognizing the accomplished fact of a new county was left to the Constitutional 
Convention of 1850.° 


The stone building which served as the first meeting place of the county government of 
Howard County still stands. It is located on what was then known as County Street. It runs 
from Fels Avenue and is parallel to Main Street in Ellicott City. A site was chosen for a 
proper courthouse October 6, 1840, and the land purchased on January 22, 1841, from Mrs. 
Deborah Disney, who ran a tavern close by.’ 


Courthouse at Ellicott City 


Funds had been provided for the purchase of the lot and the building of a courthouse, 
clerk’s office, register’s office, jail, and poorhouse by an act of the General Assembly two years 
earlier.* But the total amount to be levied was limited to $20,000 which was expended before 
the buildings were completed. As was customary in such cases, the General Assembly was 
asked to provide for the deficiency and this was done in 1843 in the amount of $8,000.° Con- 
struction of the courthouse began early in 1841, shortly after purchase of the site, and was 
completed in 1848, when the county offices were moved to the new building.'° Samuel Harris 
was the architect and Charles Timanus, the builder.*! No significant changes were made in 
the outward appearance of the courthouse until a new two-story addition was built with 


1 Chapter 13, Acts of 1698. 8 Ch. 98, Acts of 1839. Actually, the jail was not built until 


2 Chapter 1, Acts of 1726. 1849 and then out of a separate authorization (Ch. 555, Acts of 
2 1849). 
3 Martha E. Tyson, “A Brief Account of the Settlement of f ) 
Ellicott’s Mills,’ Fund Publication, No. 4, Baltimore, Md. Hist. Ch. 332. 


Soc., 1871. 10 These dates are provided in the Ellicott City Times, Cen- 
4 Chapter 22 tury Edition, Section A—page 3. 
5 Articl ort Secti 4 otiche’ Constitution’ of 1853 11 Inventory of the County and Town Archives of Maryland 
5 Article , Section 1 o e Constituti : 


No. 13, Howard County, p. 29. This information was found by 


6 Ellicott City Times, Century Edition, March 17, 1941, Sec- the editor of this work in the Ellicott City Times, December 8, 
tion J—page 5. 1938, This issue was not available to the writer. The name of 

7 Howard County Deeds, Vol. No. 1, p. 257, microfilm, Hall the builder is given as Samuel R. Powell by the editor. Timanus 
of Records. is named as builder on the cornerstone. 


101 





Present Courthouse, 1843 


102 


$40,000 in Federal funds in 1938-1939. The architects were Riggin Buckler and G. Corner 
Fenhagen; the builder, Seymour Ruff & Sons, all of Baltimore. A fair description of the first 
courthouse, which with the addition is still the seat of county government, is given by the 
editor of the Howard County Inventory of County and Town Archives as follows: 
The general exterior appearance of the courthouse is simple, dignified, and pleas- 
ant. The architecture, while of Greek inspiration, evidences only a few classic features. 
The proportions of the structure are good and the windows are generous. The facade 
has little ornamentation, and no columns adorn the doorway which is set off by heavy 


stone blocks and a well-marked lintel. A small belfry surmounts this end of the 
structure.!? 


12 Loc. cit. 
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KENT COUNTY 


Perhaps the most complicated of the county histories is that of Kent County. Before the 
grant of Maryland to Lord Baltimore, Virginians under William Claiborne were licensed to 
trade on the shores of the Chesapeake by Charles I. Shortly after this license passed the 
privy seal and in the same year, 1631, a trading post was established on the Isle of Kent, 
which was subsequently stoutly defended by the Virginians against the claims of Lord Balti- 
more both in the courts and in the field. Legally the issue was settled in favor of Lord Balti- 
more by an order of the Committee of Trade and Plantation, April 4, 1638, but it was several 
years before he finally secured his claim to the Island. It was perhaps no more than a feint 
in this contest, but whatever the reason, in this same year, the Governor and Council of 
Maryland appointed a sheriff of the Isle of Kent and this date is, therefore, often taken as 
the beginning of Kent County. However, there is no evidence that county government began 
at this time, and more cautious historians have preferred the date August 2, 1642, when 
Commissioners were appointed for the Isle and County of Kent. There is a unanimity of 
feeling that the county court also began to function at this date, although no records earlier 
than 1648 have survived. 

The Isle of Kent or Kent County presumably governed—however loosely—all the area now 
known as the Eastern Shore until the northern tip, now most of Cecil County, was joined to 
Baltimore County in 1659. With the creation of Talbot County in 1662, the governmental 
breakup of the Shore began in earnest, not to end until the middle of the nineteenth century 
with the creation of Wicomico, the ninth county formed from the original area of Kent. As 
fortune would have it, even the Island which gave the county its name was one of the first 
areas to be lost, going to Talbot and then to Queen Anne’s. Kent County is now the second 
smallest in the State lying between the Chester and the Sassafras, the border of Delaware 
and the shore of Chesapeake Bay.' 


The First Courthouses, Kent Island 


Before the erection of Kent County, there was of a certainty a Kent Hundred Court which 
began to function around 1639. This court is mentioned frequently in the earliest records of 
the General Assembly, but if there was a fixed place of meeting it is not noted.” According 
to some historians the place of meeting was old Kent Fort. Tradition has it further that this 
site soon became inconvenient for most of the inhabitants and the place of holding court was 
removed to Broad Creek, also in the southern part of the Island. After another short period, 
this site was also abandoned, and the court began meeting at private homes. At some time 
before 1674, the place of holding court was transferred from Kent Island to Eastern Neck 
Island at the home of Joseph Wickes, for in that year the Governor ordered “that the place 
for holding your County Court be in some part of the easterne neck and not upon the Island 
[meaning Eastern Neck Island] as formerly.” ° 





1 The clearest account of the establishment of Kent County is 3 Arch. of Md., XV, 42. A good account of the peregrinations 
to be found in Mathews, The Counties of Maryland, 511-15. of the Kent County Court before the Chestertown period is to 
be found in Perey G. Skirven, ‘‘Old Court House, Chestertown,” 


2 Arch, of Md., I, passim. sesel 
The Patriotic Marylander, III, 51-54. 
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Courthouse at New Yarmouth on Eastern Neck 


By 1679, there was a courthouse on Eastern Neck at the town of New Yarmouth on 
Gray’s Inn Creek. The land on which it was built was deeded by James Ringgold to Lord 
Baltimore in 1680. It is also recorded that a jail had been built on this lot by the Kent County 
justices. This site seems to have remained the seat of justice for about sixteen years, but 
nothing is known of the building.t At the April-May Session of the General Assembly of 1696, 
an act was passed providing for a more convenient site: 


Whereas by the Late Division of the County of Kent [Establishment of Talbot 
County?] there is absolute Occasion for the ease and Conveniency of the Inhabitants 
thereof that the said County Court should be houlden att some other place, in the said 
County then att the present Court house....° 


By the terms of this act the justices of the county were authorized to purchase three acres of 
land and if no price could be agreed upon or if for some legal reason the owner could not 
sell, the justices were empowered to condemn. 


First Courthouse at Chestertown 


The justices were not long in taking advantage of this act. At the August term of court, 
1696, they ordered the sheriff to impanel a jury to meet the following Tuesday—the order was 
issued August 26—“‘‘att the house of Mr. Isaac Calke for the Laying out and Valueing of 
Three Acres of Land whereon to build a Court house for this County.” ®© Nor was the sheriff 
slow to act, for he and his jury had already examined the land which lay on the north shore 
of the Chester River between the plantations of Edward Fry and Isaac Caulk and reported to 
the court held on September 1 that its fair value was 2,000 pounds of tobacco.’ In the list of 
county charges presented for the approval of the justices, October 30, 1696, we find the 
following items related to the building of the courthouse: 

To ditto [Simon Wilmer] for laying out the Land for the Court house and 
recording: thessame; jcc a co 6 o/s See orouel cites cue oe eee tone ene ance te 200 


To John Sutton for building a Court house the agreement to remaine in the 
Sheriff’s hands until’ the house’ be finished’... 9 o -eieete eine 6000 


To the Land for building a Court house on and to remaine in the sheerif his 
custodie untill the right owner appeares that can give a sufficient and good 
title to the county for the land, or till the Justices of this County shall 
otherwise ordersthe “sd: tob.tnice oh cece ete te ee te ee 20008 


Apparently Sutton had finished the courthouse, or at least his part of it, by January 28, 
1696/97, for on that day the court ordered the sheriff to pay him the total amount levied for 
the purpose.® On June 23, 1697, the sheriff, Captain Edward Sweatman, was ordered to have 
the courthouse plastered and to provide pillory and stocks.'® The court which met Novem- 
ber 8, 1697, included among the county charges certain additional items for the courthouse: 
Geofry Power was given two sums for nails for the plasterers; Morgan Browne was allowed 
700 pounds of tobacco for building the chimney; a considerable amount was set aside to pay 
the plasterers ‘‘when finished”’; William Bladen was allowed 400 pounds for drawing the bill 
which was presented to the assembly authorizing the purchase of the land for the courthouse; 
and to James, Simon Wilmer’s Negro, 190 pounds were paid for the hair used by the plasterers." 





4 Skirven, loc. cit. The deed from Ringgold to Lord Baltimore made to Edward Fry, Kent County Land Records, Liber C, 
for the New Yarmouth courthouse is found in Kent County 1692-1706, f. 121, Ms. Shortly thereafter “fifty foot squared’’ of 
Deed Book, Liber B., ff. 146-49. this land was leased for twenty years to Geofrey Power at six 

5 Ch. 8; Arch. of Md., XIX, 376. pounds sterling per annum. Could this have been for an inn 


or an ordinary? 
; ® Kent County Court Proceedings, 1676-1695, f. 704, Ms. 
‘ Tbid., ff. 609-10. 10 Tbid., f. 755. 


8 [bid., ff. 656-57. Payment for the land was subsequently 11 Tbid., ff. 805, 806. 


® Kent County Court Proceedings, 1676-1695, f. 597, Ms. 
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Although we do not know the precise date of completion of the courthouse, it was surely 
being used before March 28, 1697/8, when a legislative committee reported as follows: 


That in Kent County there is no Ordinary near the Court house, it is built with a 
wooden Chimney and the Records are Generally kept att the Clerks house unless in 
Court times. '? 


Unfortunately, the next three years of court records are missing. When the county charges 
are assessed in November 1700, there is only an item of glass for the courthouse, for which 
John Salter was paid 534 pounds of tobacco.'* Whether this glass was part of the original 
equipment or a replacement we cannot know." 


Second Courthouse at Chestertown 


This courthouse was not destined to survive long. His Lordship’s Justices held court 
there in March 1719/20 and then adjourned, not to meet again until the June term of 1720. 
The first item of business was a self-explanatory order to the sheriff: 


Whereas the Court house for said County being burnt since the last Court and 
the Court meeting in Course according to adjournment the Justices thinks fitt to hold 
Court at the house of William Smith’s in the Town of Chester in said County and 
that Notice be gave thereof that the Court is to be held at the Said William Smith’s 
untill the Court house for said County Shall againe be repaired or fitt to sitt in.!° 


We can determine the date of the burning a little closer because we are told in the indictment 
of the accused arsonist that he had been arrested May 9, 1720. Since the crime of burning a 
courthouse made it possible for a capital sentence to be imposed, the accused, one Charles Hill, 
laborer and servant to Francis Collins, was sent to Annapolis to be tried by the Provincial 
Court. He arrived there in the custody of the Sheriff of Kent County, who delivered him to 
the Sheriff of Anne Arundel County on the order of the Court September 20, 1720. (Kent 
County authorities were no doubt happy to be rid of him for in addition to his other crime he 
had broken jail on May 29.) Hill was shortly thereafter brought to trial, whereupon he 
pleaded not guilty. Unfortunately for him, the jury held otherwise and on October 21, 1720— 
justice was speedy in those days—he was again before the court, this time for sentencing. 
When asked 


what for himself he hath to say why According to Law he should not have Judgt past 
on him to suffer Death, the said Charles prays the Benefit of his Clergy, w‘ is by the 
Court here granted him Accordingly— 

Therefore it is Considered by the Justices here the day and year last mentioned, 


12 Arch. of Md., XXII, 102. serted. And in lieu thereof, the said Port and Town, with the 
13 Kent County Court Proceedings, Liber J. D. No. 3, f. 25, Court-house of the said County, shall be built where the com- 
Ms missioners have purchased land for the same.’’ The reference 


14 Details about the building of a courthouse at this period Berea, cage bogial co seo nes 5 whege <duty 1 ne BLASS 
peewee ond in thercounty charges! ‘They have been given chase ee baer lay off lots and not to the ccmmissioners or 
here fully, beginning with the purchase of the land, for a Soe SOR CUES. 
special reason: earlier historians have insisted that when 
Chestertown was erected as a town and port in 1706-1708 the 
courthouse was moved there. This writer cannot agree for 
several reasons: (1) there was no Act of Assembly to authorize 
the purchase of land for this purpose nor was there an Act 
of Assembly to provide a levy to pay for the building to replace 
one finished only eight years earlier; (2) there is no record in 
the court orders or the list of county charges to indicate that 
a new courthouse was built at this time; (3) the Acts of 
Assembly cited as authority for the location of Chestertown and 


the building of a new courthouse have been misinterpreted. The : 
acts Se tee to require explanation To further complicate the problem, all three of these acts 


In 1706, there was passed an “Act for Advancement of were disallowed by Queen Anne and the titles of individuals 
Trade Ae Erecting Ports and Towns” (Ch. 14) which pro- who had purchased lots laid out under their authority were put 
vided ee the Ee eplishinent of a port “In Chester River, on a in jeopardy. In order to remedy this intolerable situation, the 


c , . , s General Assembly, having waited until Anne’s death, passed an 
Pi if f Mr. Joce’s, between Mr. Wilmore’s and Edward ’ : ’ 
conned ale : Act confirming all such titles the dissents notwithstanding 


If we make allowances for the erratic punctuation of the 
time, we read that the port and town should be established 
near the courthouse and not as previously ordered at Mr. Joce’s 
plantation. The Act of 1708 provides for a town to be erected 
and for fifty acres to be purchased ‘‘at Chester Ferry, at or 
near the Place where the old Court-house stood.’”’ (Ch. 3.) 
This Act had nothing to do with the case. In 1708, the old 
courthouse could only have been the one abandoned at New 
Yarmouth. Surely the one completed ten years before on the 
north shore of the Chester was still standing and could not be 
called the ‘‘old courthouse.” 


Walvin’s plantation.” This act was amended by an act, of 
similar purpose passed in 1707 (Ch. 16) which in effect re- (Ch, 32, Acts of 1715.) 
pealed the above: “The Place for the Town and Port, by the 15 Kent County Court Proceedings, 1717-1720, f. 459, Ms. 


said Act [cited above] Erected upon Chester River. To be De- 
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that the said Charles Hill be burnt in the Brawn of the Thumb of the Right Hand w'! 

the Letter A, and thereupon the Sherr (sic) of Anne Arundel County to witt Stephen 

Warman Gent is commanded by the Court here to do Imediate Execution of the Judgmt 

afd, Who afterwards makes return to the Court here that he has done Execution 

accordingly—And thereupon the said Charles Hill is discharged.‘® 

In all the history of the county courthouses of Maryland, in the course of which there 

were so many burnings and so many charges of arson, Charles Hill is the unique convicted 
arsonist. How serious the crime was considered is indicated by the fact that the death penalty 
was mandatory—Hill escaped because of the plea of Benefit of Clergy, but even this loophole 
was stopped by the General Assembly which was so shocked by the lightness of the sentence 
that only six days later, October 27, 1720, it passed an act specifically excluding the plea of 
Benefit of Clergy in such cases.1" 


Meanwhile, the Justices of Kent County who were meeting in temporary quarters agreed 
with John Earle for repairing the courthouse. He was required to post a bond and to have 
the job done by June 15, 1721. The time allowed, almost exactly one year, and the cost, 55,000 
pounds of tobacco, would indicate the courthouse had to be rebuilt from the ground up rather 
than repaired.'* But no details are available to us because there is a lacuna in the court records 
of the county following the June term of 1720. 


The courthouse of 1698, which was rebuilt in 1720-1721, appears to have served its 
purpose satisfactorily until the middle of the century when, because of the growth of popu- 
lation and business and also because of its dilapidated condition, a petition from the justices 
and other inhabitants of the county was presented to the General Assembly asking for author- 
ity to spend a considerable sum for “the repairing or enlarging of the courthouse.” The act 
which passed at the session of 1750 authorized the levying of 50,000 pounds of tobacco for this 
purpose.’® It is not now possible to determine the extent of the enlargement, if any, because 
none of the relevant records of the period have survived. We do know something more of 
the enlargement undertaken in the last years of the eighteenth century. 


In 1796, an act was passed authorizing the Levy Court of Kent County to spend up to 
£400 current money to alter and repair the courthouse ‘so that the public records of said 
county may be kept secure.” 2° The same petitioners came before the General Assembly the 
next year to report that they had found it would be less expensive and more convenient to 
build a new record office rather than to remodel the old courthouse. Authority was granted 
them to use the funds appropriated the previous year for this substitute project and they were 
also instructed “to attach the same to the Courthouse of said county, or to build the same 
separate therefrom... .’’*! Since there appears to have been an addition to the courthouse 
represented on Martenet’s Map of Kent County, it can be assumed that the commissioners 
chose to attach the record office thereto rather than otherwise.”° 


Forty years later, the Levy Court was authorized to spend up to $700 for “the enlarge- 
ment and repair of the house in which the offices of the clerk of the court and register of 
wills . . . are kept.” 2? This appears to have been the last attempt made to fit this ancient 
building to the needs of a rapidly growing population. 


Third Courthouse at Chestertown 


By 1860, it seemed hopeless to attempt to shore up the old courthouse; consequently an 
act was passed “for taking down the present Court House and building in which the office of 
Register of Wills is kept, and for executing a new Court House on the Public Square in Ches- 


16 Provincial Court Judgments, W. G. No. 1, f. 251, Ms. 20 Ch, 29. 

17 Ch. 265. 21 Ch. 104. 

18 Kent County Court Proceedings, 1717-1720, f. 470, Ms. 22 Simon J. Martenet, Baltimore, 1860, Maryland State Library. 
19 Ch. 6; Arch. of Md., XLVI, 458-59. 23 Ch. 182, Acts of 1831. 
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tertown, and Fire Proof Offices for the Clerk of the Circuit Court and Register of Wills, and 
suitable offices for the Sheriff and County Commissioners, and to provide means for accom- 
plishing such purposes.” ** A bond issue in the amount of $12,000 was authorized, and the 
commissioners, who are named in the act, were required to fireproof all or part of the building 
and to furnish proper quarters for the courts and the other business of the county during 
the period when neither the old nor the new building would be usable, and all of this out of 
the same funds. The building erected at this time, while most unprepossessing in appearance, 
served its purpose without major repairs or alterations for fifty years. The names of the 
architect and builder are unknown to this writer but either one or the other was probably 
John A. Kennard.?° 


Then, in 1912, an act was passed to authorize the issuance of $20,000 in bonds to remodel 
and enlarge the building (subject to a referendum).*° It has not been possible to determine 
whether this referendum carried; we can only be sure that it was called to the attention of 
the Supervisors of Elections at a special meeting of the county commissioners.‘ 


Finally, in 1937, further enlargement and remodeling was undertaken. While the facade 
of the building remained quite as it was in 1860, the vaults were made fireproof, the floor in 
the vestibule bricked, and a new heating plant installed. This work was under the supervision 
of two associated architects of Baltimore, Henry Powell Hopkins and Allan Burton. 





=* Ch.) 28. 26 Ch. 706. 
“5 Proceedings of County Commissioners of Kent County, *7 Proceedings of County Commissioners, October 17, 1912, 


April 5, 1860, Ms., Courthouse, Chestertown. Ms., Chestertown. 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY 


Along with Washington County, the delegates to the Constitutional Convention meeting 
on September 6, 1776, created its twin, Montgomery County, out of the territory then included 
in Frederick County. The exact date for the creation of the new county was set for October 
first, following, but in fact little local government was possible before the election of officers 
which was scheduled to be held December 18 “at the house now occupied by Charles Hunger- 
ford.” * The Convention had named commissioners for purchasing the necessary land and 
erecting a courthouse thereon, but until this project was finished the court chose to meet at 
Leonard Davis’s Tavern.’ Its first meeting at Davis’s Tavern occurred May 22, 1777; the last, 
March 9, 1779.4 


The term of court which opened August 10, 1779, was held, according to the clerk at 
“the courthouse,” indicating that for some reason Leonard Davis’s place was no longer con- 
sidered suitable. What this “courthouse” was is revealed by a proposal found in the records 
of the same term of court as follows: 


Thomas Owen Williams files in Court here the following proposals, to wit, August 
the 14th 1779. Proposals made by Thomas Owen Williams to the Justices of Mont- 
gomery County Court—To have the House they sitt in—The upper and lower floors 
to be laid Doors and Windows convenient to the House The Windows to be Glazed the 
lower walls to be filled in with Brick one fireplace above and one below Stairs two 
Rooms above Stairs to be Seated for Jurys Tables and Benches to hold Court the 
present Gaol to be fill’d in and made secure with a Stove at the Season of the Year 
when required the whole to be compleatd by November Court next and received and 
approved of by Court for three years Rent free Witness my Hand the Date above— 
The O Williams Upon reading which proposals and consideration thereon by the 
Court here had the same was Approved by the Court And Ordered that the said 
Thomas Owen Williams enter into Recognizance himself in the Sum of two thousand 
pounds Current Money with two Sureties in the Sum of one thousand Pounds Current 
Money each for the due and faithful compliance of him the said Thomas Owen Wil- 
liams with the same proposals so offered and accepted of by the Court. Whereupon the 
said Thomas Owen Williams present here in Court acknowledges himself to owe and 
stand justly indebted unto the State of Maryland in the sum of Two thousand Pounds 
Current Money and Elisha Owen Williams and William Robinson likewise present here 
in Court acknowledge themselves to owe and stand Justly indebted unto the said State 
in the sum of one thousand Pounds Current Money each which Sums they and each 
of them yielded and granted should be made and Levied of their respective Bodies 
Goods and Chattels Lands and Tenements for the use of the said State In Case he the 
said Thomas Owen Williams shall not well and truly comply with the proposals filed 
by him and accepted by the Court as aforesaid.° 


In addition to the improvements mentioned in this proposal, the court also found it 
necessary to erect a new whipping post, stocks and pillory, for which Benjamin Ray was paid 
out of the levy for 1780.° How long the court met in this converted house is not known, but 
it seems to have been there still in early 1783, for in the assessment of that year the same 


1 Proceedings of the Convention of the Province of Maryland only until 1775 when it was taken over by Leonard Davis, son- 
held at The City of Annapolis, in 1774, 1775 & 1776, Baltimore, in-law of Joseph Willson. (Roger Brooke Farquhar, Historic 
1836, p. 242. Montgomery County, Baltimore, 1952, p. 194.) 

2 Constitution of 1776, Article 61. The location of this 4 Court Record, 1777-1781, ff. 2, 211, Ms. 

“house” is far from certain; see Martha S, Poole, ‘Early Rock- 5 Montgomery County Court Record, 1777 to 1781, f. 290, Ms. 


ville Taverns,” The Montgomery eae steal et a ue : 6 Levy Books, Montgomery County, Montgomery County Court- 
(Publications of the Montgomery County shea nae Sie house. For this and other valuable information I am indebted 


3 Court Record, 1777-1781, f. 2, Ms. This tavern was owned to Miss Martha S. Poole. 
by the Willsons; it was rented to Hungerford, who kept it 
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Thomas O. Williams is noted as the owner in Upper Newfoundland and Severn Hundred of a 
tract of land called ‘Young Man’s Delight,” containing two hundred acres and improved by 
“1 framed Court House, 3 framed dwelling houses and 4 old out houses.” # 


First Courthouse at Rockville 


In the next year, the General Assembly authorized a levy of £800 in addition to the 1300 
which had been previously authorized by the Convention and of which at least two-thirds had 
been levied. The purpose of this new levy was to compensate for the depreciation of the 
currency.’ Unhappily, this Act of 1784 gave authorization to spend the additional funds to 
the original building commission which proved to be unable to act because of its loss of mem- 
bership through death, illness and removal since the Convention of 1776. The next General 
Assembly, that of 1785, solved this problem by appointing a new commission.® 


It must have been this same structure in which on April 13, 1783, according to Scharf, 
“The glorious event of peace and independence was celebrated ....’ 1° Shortly thereafter, in 
1784, the Williams family prepared to lay off this 200-acre plot in lots." 


The newly appointed commission for building a courthouse and prison tried to purchase 
a suitable plot for this purpose in 1787 and failing in this, the area chosen was condemned the 
next year.'? Of this courthouse we know nothing unless we credit Scharf’s statement that 
Francis Kidwell, carpenter, built it. 


We are given some few indications of the early life of this courthouse from items found 
here and there in the incomplete levy record series which has survived. In 1806, a sum was 
levied to provide a new roof; in 1807, Upton Beall was allowed twelve dollars and fifty cents 
to purchase chairs. In the same year, Henry Lansdale, who seems to have been in charge of 
maintenance, was asked to make shutters for the lower windows and to put glass in both the 
upper and lower windows. In 1810, Honore Martin, Upton Beall and Jesse Leach were com- 
missioned to solve the problem of smoking chimneys even if it required rebuilding them 
altogether. 


The courthouse seems to have been of sufficient size to accommodate not only the courts, 
but the other officers of the county as well, until 1810. In that year it became necessary to 
make provision for a separate building in which to house the clerk of the court and his 
records.'t The Act of Assembly authorizing a levy for this purpose does not fix the amount, 
nor does it name the builder or in any way describe the building. We are told only that it was 
to be built on the public ground from which it has long since disappeared. 


Second Courthouse at Rockville 


But as always, during this period of growth, the proliferation of separate buildings for 
offices and other purposes could only be of temporary usefulness. Sooner or later a new court- 
house is demanded. Montgomery County proved to be no exception. By 1835, this demand 


7 Information furnished by Miss Poole from the Scharf the boundaries of the lots laid off in 1784, an Act of Assembly 
Papers, Ms., Md. Hist. Soe. This tract was part of ‘“‘“Exchange”’ was passed in 1801 (Ch. 76) requiring a new survey of Wil- 
and “New Exchange,” part of which forms Rockville. liamsburg and also changing its name to Rockville. A supple- 


p mental act, of 1802 (Ch. 28) was required in order to get the 


8 
a ae re work done properly. It is not possible to tell now whether the 
f ¥ new courthouse was built on the site of the temporary court- 
10 History of Western Maryland, I, 740, fn. 3. house rented from Williams; all that we can be sure cf is that 
11 Montgomery County Land Records, Liber B, 285-86, Ms. it was located within the same 200-acre tract. 
Here the original tract names of “Exchange” and “New Ex- 13 Op. cit., I, 740. If we cannot accept such evidence as I 
change” were used instead of the later title “Young Man’s have mustered that a new courthouse was built sometime in the 
Delight.” period 1783-1785, then we must assume that it was the con- 
12 Montgomery County Land Records, P No. 16, 592, micro- verted house of Williams then still in use and which continued 
film copy, Hall of Records. For some reason now unknown, in use until 1840; a possibility if not a likelihood. 
these proceedings and the accompanying plat were not recorded 14 Ch, 93. 


until 1812. In the meanwhile, some doubt having arisen as to 
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was translated into a petition to the General Assembly asking for authorization to levy up to 
$10,000 for this purpose. This petition was granted, as was another of the next year, which 
permitted the Levy Court to borrow up to the full sum allowed in advance of the collections of 
the levy.1° According to the editor of the Montgomery County volume of the Inventory of the 
County and Town Archives of Maryland, (No. 15), this courthouse was finished in 1840. 
Neither he nor this writer has been able to find a description of the building or any infor- 
mation about its cost or the name of the architect and the builder. We do know, however, 
that it had two one-story wings, because in 1872 the county commissioners of Montgomery 
County were authorized “to raise the two wings of the Court House of said county, in Rock- 
ville, to the square of the main building, and to finish the same suitable to be occupied as 
rooms for the County Commissioners, the Grand Jury or such other purposes as the public 
interest may require....” 1° 


Third Courthouse at Rockville 


The space provided by these additions proved to be adequate for the needs of the county 
for another twenty years when it became obvious that no further additions or annexes would 
be economical. Thereupon the General Assembly was asked for, and it granted, permission 
to raze the old courthouse as well as the building occupied by the county school commissioners 
and to build a new fireproof courthouse which would also accommodate the school commis- 
sioners.'’? For this purpose a bond issue of $50,000 was authorized as well as the expenditure 
of any proceeds derived from the materials of the two old buildings. The contractor was to 
be the lowest bidder and he was to agree to have the building ready for occupancy by October 1, 
1891. This third courthouse in Rockville is still standing and forms an annex to the fourth 
courthouse. Frank E. Davis was the architect and Thomas P. Johns the contractor. It is a 
three-story red brick building surmounted by a tower. It was never fireproof, nor could it be 
considered handsome or graceful even by the criteria of that day. 


Fourth Courthouse at Rockville 


By 1929, the county government had again outgrown its office space. In that year a bond 
issue was authorized for a new building and for the purchase of an additional triangle of 
ground close by the old courthouse.'* When the funds provided in this act proved to be 
insufficient, supplementary funds were authorized at the next General Assembly.'* The court- 
house which resulted was designed by Delos H. Smith and Thomas R. Edwards of Washington 
and built by the J. J. McDevitt Company of Charlotte, North Carolina. “It is constructed of 
Indiana limestone in the classic tradition. This style as known in modern work is distin- 
guished by the use of columns, cornice and the regular repetition of piers or pilasters, which 
accent the facade in a series of vertical divisions which contain windows and are symmetrical 
on either side of a central axis. Exterior steps form the base of a portico of four monolithic 
columns in the Ionic order, with a pediment above. It was built in 1931 at a cost exceeding 
$500,000, and is completely fireproof.” *° The old courthouse was retained and is also used for 
county purposes along with a new county building which was finished in 1953. 





15 Ch. 164; Ch. 287, Acts of 1836. 19 Ch, 330, Acts of 1931. 
16 Ch. 76. 20 Charles B. Hirschfeld, Editor, Inventory of the County 
and Town Archives of Maryland, No. 15, Montgomery County, 


17 Ch. 41, Acts of 1890. 
Baltimore, 1939, p. 31. 


18 Ch. 349. 
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PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY 


When Prince George’s County was erected in May 1695,! the commissioners for the new 
county named in the act were instructed to be ready to undertake the government of the 
county by the following April 28, St. George’s Day. The records of the county court open 
exactly on that day when the court met for the first time. The place of meeting was Mount 
Calvert, a small settlement on the tract of the same name, which had been granted to Philip 
Calvert in 1652 and erected into a Manor in 1657. For some reason the justices of the court 
were not satisfied with this name and so by court order at their first meeting they changed it 
to Charles Town, a most unusual procedure.? The village retained this name long after the 
county seat had been removed and until, in time, it had disappeared altogether. 


It has not been possible to determine what served as the first courthouse in Charles Town. 
It may have been a private dwelling or an inn, but this is not certain. In any case, the sheriff 
was ordered to erect before the next (June) meeting of court the usual cage, pillory, whipping 
post and stocks.* At the June meeting, an order in council was read designating the church 
at Mount Calvert as a proper courthouse. But apparently the sheriff had not acted on this 
order when the court met next, July 25, 1696, because he was then ordered to clean out 
the old lumber and shingles in the church and to furnish the space thus made available with a 
table, chair and other necessities for the court; and he was told to have all of this ready for 
the session of court scheduled to meet August 25, following. Presumably this was done for 
we hear nothing further of it. 


Courthouse at Charles Town 


It was not until June 24, 1697, that any steps were taken for the erection of a real 
courthouse to serve the county. On that day the justices of the court entered into an agreement 
with Robert Brothers, carpenter, to erect a frame building for 50,000 pounds of tobacco, half 
to be paid at once, the other half to be paid when the structure was finished. The agreement 
gives not only the necessary building details but it also has interest because of the frequent 
references to the courthouse of Calvert County which furnish details of that building other- 
wise unknown to us. The text of the agreement follows: 


June the 24th; 1697. 


A mutuall Agreement between the Justices of Prince Georges County and Robert 
Brothers Carpenter &c. 


I Robert Brothers doe Agree with the Justices of Prince Georges County that hee 
is to build a five and thirty foot house in Length and twenty two foot wide to be a 
Substantiall framed house with Locus or Ceder grunsells the Remainder of the frame 
to be Oake with two doores in the front with folding Shutters Between the Doores two 
transum windowes of Six Lights Each to be Sett one on Each Side of the place of 
Judicatory & the Lower Roome to be in the Same forme & Method as Calvert County 
Court house only the place of Judicatory to be one foot one halfe higher then Calvert 
County Court house is to build an office in the Same forme as Calvert County office the 
buigness of the houses only Excepted the Stares & upper Roome to bee in the Same 
manner & forme as Calvert County Court house is in the difference of the buigness of 
houses (Excepted) to be well Lathed and plaistered above Staires and belowe with one 


1Ch. XIII, Acts of 1695, May Session. 3 Loc. cit. 
2 Court Proceedings, Liber A, f. 7, Ms. 
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Large windowe at Each Gable End of the upper Roome Instead of the dorment 

windowes in Calvert County Court house with Rales banisters formes & tables in the 

place of Judicatory in the Clarks Office and in the upper Roome as in Calvert County 

Court house. Inconsideration of which the Said Justices doe agree to give the Said 

Robert Brothers fifty thowsand pounds of tobaccoe twenty five thowsand to be paid 

the next Levye the other Moyetoy the next yeare Following the Said house to be built 

at Charles towne At the place Appointed by the Justices of the Said Court And to 

Finish the Same between this and the twenty fifth day of December next Glazeing & 

plaistering only (Excepted) in Forfiture of one hundred thowsand pounds of tobaccoe * 
Unhappily, Mr. Brothers was no more efficient than any of the other courthouse con- 
tractors of this period; consequently the building was not ready in time.° Tempers became 
short—another normal characteristic of courthouse building. The exchange of March 1697/98 

will indicate just how exasperated the parties were: 

Coll: Hollyday these few Lines are to Acquaint your Honr: that I am in good 

health & I am getting downe the Frame as fast as possible wee Cann but I have had a 

verry Sick family which hath been a great Hinderance to me but next week with Gods 

Leave you may Expect me over no more att Present but your Loveing Freind to 


Serve you. 
Robert Brothers 


Upon which it is ordered by this Court that if the Said Robert Brothers doth not 
bring over the Frame of the Court house to Charles towne by the 15th: day of Aprill 
next that then Coll: Hollyday doth prosecute the Law ag*t: the Said Robert Brothers 
upon the breach of Covenants for not performing his Contract Conserning the building 
the Court house at Charles towne According to Articles of Agreement made between 
the Said Coll: Hollyday and the Said Robert Brothers and that the Justices here 
present will Stand Abide and Assist the Said Coll: Hollyday in the procecution of 
the Same &c.°® 

The new deadline of April 15 must have been met approximately, for the clerk recorded 
the following at the beginning of the minutes of the court session of June 28, 1698: 

The Court Immediately Adjourned into the New Court house and there Satt as 

above.‘ 


First Courthouse at Upper Marlboro 


Succeeding justices ‘Satt’’ here until the county seat was removed to Upper Marlboro. 
Even then, in the petition of several inhabitants of Prince George’s County to the General 
Assembly, praying that the county seat be removed, it was not alleged that the courthouse 
was in disrepair, which was so often the case, but only that Charles Town was inconvenient 
to two-thirds of the inhabitants. The petition was granted and the justices of the court were 
authorized to sell the old courthouse and prison, to buy two acres of land in Upper Marlboro, 
and to build a new courthouse thereon, all of which was to be paid for by a tax of five pounds 
of tobacco per poll for one year.* The total cost is difficult to establish, especially since it was 
noted in the petition that there had been some contributions on the part of individuals who 
were especially interested in moving the county government. 


But when the interior of the courthouse was still incomplete these funds had been 
exhausted and there was nothing for it but to appeal again to the General Assembly. By 
virtue of an act of August 1721,° the justices of the county were empowered to levy twelve 
pounds of tobacco per poll on all the inhabitants of the county for this purpose and for the 
construction of a prison which had not previously been provided for. On March 28, 1721, the 
justices of Prince George’s County met at Charles Town and immediately adjourned to Marl- 


STO vseie oo. ® Court Proceedings, Liber A, f. 298. 


5 That a start had been made by March 23, 1697/98 is proved 7 Tbid., fa3k6; 
by a report of that date by a legislative committee: ‘“‘A new 8 Ch. 18, Acts of 1718; Arch. of Md., XXXVIII, 239 


Court house is building in Prince George’s County without any 
Chimney the Records att present are kept att the Clk: house 
till the finishing of the Court house and then to be lodged 
there.”’ (Arch. of Md., XXII, 102-08.) 


9 Ch. 7; Arch. of Md., XXXVIII, 239. 
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boro where they met and proceeded with the business of the court on the same afternoon.” 
At the same term of court they provided for the transfer of the records," and for selling the 
old courthouse.” 


Details of the building including the name of the architect are not certainly known to us. 
There is a curious reason for our lack of knowledge in this case: at the March 1718 term of 
court the justices ordered a special meeting to be held the following April to consider the 
removal of the courthouse.'®? There is no record of this meeting in the surviving proceedings 
and it is permissible to assume, therefore, that a separate book was kept for this special 
business. If that was the case, the book has since been lost. 


While we are never positively told as much, we have every right to suppose that the 
builder was a certain Levin Covington, whose inventory indicates that he was well supplied 
with tools and materials for this sort of work.'* In any case, at the June Court of 1719, it 
was ordered that “Mr. Levin Covington have the subscription allready subscribed for building 
a New Court house and the tobacco of the county according to act of Assembly & towards 
erecting of the same.” ? 


If we do not know exactly what Covington did, we do know what he left undone because 
at March Court 1721 his successor, Robert Wheeler, excuses himself for not having completed 
the tasks which were assigned to him—the interior of the building was not finished—because 
of a severe fall, and he promised to complete his task with all due speed. The full agree- 
ment follows: 


According to the directions of the Act of Assembly for removing the Old Court 
House from Charles Town als Mount Calvert to Marlbrough town, on the Eleventh 
day of Febry last at the new Court house in Marlbrough town af*. the Wppful Robert 
Tyler Joseph Belt and Ralph Crabb Three of His Losps Justices mett and agreed with 
Robert Wheeler to lay the upper floor of the said new Court house Carry up the stairs 
to fitt the office above stairs for security of the Records, to make a place of Judicature 
and to raile in a place for Clerk and Jury with the old Bannisters, the said Wheeler to 
make use of all the Stuff in the old Court house and to compleat and finish the above 
work by the fourth Tuesday in March instant in Consid". whereof the said Wheeler was 
to have Sundry private subscriptions made for compleating the abovementioned work 
by severall persons amounting to Twenty four pounds Six shillings and Six pence 
Current and two thousand nine hundred pounds of Tob°.—And now here at this Day to 
witt the fourth Tuesday in March afd Comes the Said Robert Wheeler in his proper 
person and informs the Court here that by reason of an unhappy fall whereby he 
greatly hurt himselfe he has not been able to perfect the abovementioned work 
according to the contract as to the time prescribed But says that he is willing on 
haveing the Subscriptions ordered him (which unless done now will not be received 
by him this year) to give sufficient security for Compleating the above work with all 
convenient speed, Whereupon it was ordered by the Court here, that the said Robert 
Wheeler receive to his own use the subscriptions of money and Tob°. abovementioned, 
In Consid". of his performing the contract above recited as speedily as possible, And 
thereupon the Worshipful Joseph Belt in his proper person in Court here undertook 
for the Said Robert Wheeler, That the work abovementioned shall be finished perfected 
and compleated with all Convenient speed.'® 


The history of the two acres which the justices were authorized to purchase in Marlboro 
upon which to build the courthouse is equally complicated. At March Court 1729/30 Daniel 
Carroll appeared as a party in a case having to do with the closing of a road. After the 
hearing we find this minute of a most informal proceedings: 

... At the same time the said Daniel Carroll being askt by the same Justices whether 


he would convey & make over for the County’s use the Two acres of Land formerly 
promised by Mr. Henry Darnall (now in England) for the building the County Court- 


10 Court Proceedings, Liber K, f. 77, Ms. 14 Inventories 11, ff. 623-33, Ms. 
11 Jbid., f. 80. 15 Liber H, f. 861. 
12 Tbid., f. 85. 16 Court Proceedings, Liber K, ff. 90-91. 


13 Tiber H, f. 802. 
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house & prison on & which two acres are included in Mr. Darnall’s Conveyance to him 
the said Daniel Carroll And the said Daniel Carroll in his proper person in Court here 
declared that he would make over one Lott where the Courthouse and prison now stand.‘ 


Later in the same term, the Court ordered that there be “‘with all convenient speed prepared 
a deed for Conveying the said land to the county ....”’1* This deed was recorded Decem- 
ber ot iou. 


Unfortunately, this was not the end of the story. Twenty years later, when both Henry 
Darnall and Daniel Carroll were dead, Darnall’s widow, Anne, came into court asking that 
she be paid for her dower rights in the land. It was then necessary for the General Assembly 
to ‘empower the Justices of Prince George’s County to treat with Anne Darnall, widow, for 
her claim of dower to the land on which the County Courthouse is built.”” The Justices were 
also directed to take a release from Anne Darnall ‘‘and the same release to be acknowledged 
before one Provincial Magistrate, and entered in the records of the said court.” 2° A settlement 
was made and the release duly recorded shortly thereafter.?? 


The courthouse, which was ready in 1721, suffered no disaster, but time and use accom- 
plished a like purpose. Even so early as 1735, extensive repairs and alterations were needed, 
details of which are given in the building contract: 

John Hobson agrees with the Justices of the Court house in Consideration of 
Eleven Thousand Pounds of Tobacco to be paid him next year to make the following 
Repairs Alterations and Amendments in & about the County Court House that is to 
say the Seat of Justice to be made Circular from the Two Corner Posts at least Seven 
foot five Inches into the Addition where the Seat of Justice now is the Two Side 
Windows to be Removed into the New Seat of Justice, the Stepps to be Carried up 
Three foot or there abouts at Each Wing to remove the Old Barr out Eight foot the 
Attorney’s Barr to be Eight foot square, the Clerks seat to be Immediately under the 
Middle of the Seat of Justice. Tables & Seat for the Clerks place, Table and Seats for 
the Attorney’s Barr the Old Gallery to be Removed & put Up at the South End of the 
Main Body of the Court house, another Gallery to be set up Equally large at the Other 
End with a Conveniency to Come off the Chamber Stairs into it the Floor of the 
Clerks Place to be raised Two Foot from the Common floor & the Attorney’s One The 
Seat of Justice to be Three Foot high all Neat Plain Work.” 


Second Courthouse at Upper Marlboro 


In 1798, the General Assembly received a petition from the justices and sundry other 
citizens of the county declaring that the courthouse was in a ruinous state and furthermore 
that there was no jail at Marlboro. The General Assembly, consequently, authorized the 
justices of the Levy Court to raise $12,000 over a period of two years for the construction of 
a jail and the repair of the old courthouse or the construction of a new one.”’ At the next 
session, the same justices of the Levy Court petitioned the General Assembly for permission 
to tear down the repository for the records of the Register of Wills and to use the site for the 
proposed new courthouse, and this petition was also granted.”4 


The Levy Court decided in favor of razing the old courthouse and building a new one. 
Consequently, in the levy of 1799, we find this item: 


For Building a Court House & Jail to be paid to the order of the Levy 
Courtlagreeablestoran act Obelaste Sess Olier iii terest terete ier te aan ee $6,000.7° 


We know that the old courthouse must have been demolished before the September term of 
1799, for in the levy of 1800 recorded in the same volume certain funds are allotted for pay- 


IW Tbhid., Liber P, f, 363, Court Judgments, Liber E. I., 13, f. 844: Anne Darnall vs. 
18 Ibid., f. 407. Edward Sprigg et al., Ms. 

1% Land Becords Liber O, 1 101-98) Ma. = Fagen Liber V No. 10, 1784-1735, ff. 677-78. 

20 Ch. 22, Acts of 1751. 24 Ch. 62, Acts of 1799. 

21 Court Proceedings, Liber M. M., f. 69, Ms., and Provincial °5 Levy Book, Liber B, no pagination, Ms. 


120 





On 





Courthouse of 1881 


121 


rot od 


ares iawn 


mn pe Maczziat ey 
: 3a Rerertsstasuente STITT I th 
ss wet! Tiana euen dogg aanpeneesa?e 8 





Present Courthouse, 1940 


122 


ment of rent to the proprietors of the assembly room at Upper Marlboro, where the court sat 
for one day during that term and for twelve days during the April term of 1800. 


In the meanwhile, the Levy Court on April 26, 1799 agreed with William Levering, Archi- 
tect of the City of Washington, to draft a plan for a new courthouse, whose size was not to 
exceed 2,550 square feet. The following June 22nd, the Levy Court ordered advertisements to 
be inserted in the Georgtown and Baltimore press, asking for proposals for building the new 
courthouse on the plan submitted by Levering. 


On August 3, the Levy Court contracted with Thomas Jones of the City of Washington 
for building the courthouse for $9,550 plus whatever materials he could salvage from the old 
structure. Jones apparently did his work satisfactorily, for the Court accepted the courthouse 
on May 30, 1801.2¢ 

This courthouse of 1801 remained in service for eighty years, a remarkable life span for 
a Southern Maryland public building of that period.2* It required extensive repairs—serious 
enough at least to authorize a special levy—in 1820, in 1840, and in 1852.28 In addition, 
separate offices were built for the Clerk of the Court and the Register of Wills—that of the 
Register of Wills survives—in the 1830’s. The history of these additions is somewhat con- 
fusing. An act of 1832 authorized the construction of separate offices or the enlargement of 
the courthouse to provide adequate quarters for the Clerk and the Register.”” In 1834, another 
act was passed with the same provisions but only after an annoyed preamble rebuking the 
county officers for their delay in getting the work under way.*° This time a special commission, 
named in the act, was charged with the undertaking. 


Third Courthouse at Upper Marlboro 


By 1880, this courthouse, even with the separate offices mentioned above, was too small 
for the needs of the growing county. The General Assembly of 1880 passed an act authorizing 
the county commissioners to borrow not over $20,000 to build a new courthouse, this sum to 
include the purchasing of new furniture and landscaping the grounds.*! Thereafter, the 
county commissioners set up a special “Committee for the Erection of a New Court House,” 
and this committee kept its own account book which is now preserved at the Hall of Records. 
The entries in this record indicate to whom the bonds were sold and then to whom payments 
were made; the reason for the payment must be guessed in most cases. However, since the 
bulk of the allotted funds went to William A. Jarboe, it is safe to assume that he was the 
contractor. The architect was Frank E. Davis of Baltimore.*? B. F. Smallwood and Hall and 
Fisher were paid for removing the ‘‘Furnature,” A. S. Abell, for printing the bonds. The last 
payment was made September 22, 1881, and presumably the building was in use at that time. 
While the modern critic might find the victorian gingercake far from handsome, this court- 
house was generally admired by contemporaries. A journalist who recorded his impressions 
in the early years of this century may be considered as typical: 

The present courthouse is spacious and substantial and eminently beautiful in 
appearance as far as its exterior is concerned, while inside there is decidedly more 
attractiveness than is usually found in the courthouses of county seats.*? 

However, spacious this building seemed to this observer, it was not considered adequate 
by the officers who were housed there, and so at the very next session of the General Assembly 
authorization was asked and granted to build an addition to cost $12,000.** 


26 Minutes of the Levy Court, 1795-1818, ff. 82, 94, 95, 132. Ms. 29 Ch, 293. 
27In Talbot Hamlin, Benjamin Henry Latrobe, New York, 30°Ch. 331. 
1955, p. 381, there is a statement that Latrobe worked on the 21 Ch, 35. 


“Marlborough Courthouse.” This is indicated also in Ferdinand 
C. Latrobe, II, ‘‘Benjamin Henry Latrobe: Descent And Work,”’ 
Md. Hist. Mag., XXXIII, p. 259. The writer has been unable 
to determine what he did, if anything. 

28 Ch. 61, Acts of 1820; Ch. 41, Acts of 1840; Ch. 54, Acts of 
1852. 


32 This information and the drawing were supplied by Wilbur 
H. Hunter, Jr., Director of The Peale Museum. 
33 Baltimore Sun, October 138, 1907. 


84 Ch. 297, Acts of 1908. 
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This same courthouse was enlarged and remodeled beyond recognition in 1940. The old 
Victorian facade was metamorphosed into one of Grecian temple aspect complete with massive 
columns and a portico. This addition was dedicated October 29, 1940 with impressive cere- 
mony. The architects were Upman and Adams of Washington, D. C.; the builder, the Joseph 
Light Construction Company of the same city. The cost was $177,900. 

Another enlargement was required less than a decade later. A new addition costing 
$277,840 was begun in 1947, and completed early in 1949.*° The architect was Paul H. Kea of 
Hyattsville; the contractor, Lee T. Turner of Washington. 

At this writing, a third addition, to cost approximately $1,750,000, is under construction. 
The architects are John M. Walton and Dennis W. Madden of Mt. Rainier and the builder, 
John Tester and Son of Washington.*® 





35 Ch, 366, Acts of 1947. indebted to the Honorable W. Waverly Webb, Clerk of the 
86 Ch. 622, Acts of 1957. For most of the information con- Cireuit Court for Prince George’s County. 
cerning the courthouse additions from 1940 to the present I am 
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QUEEN ANNE’S COUNTY 


The beginnings of Queen Anne’s County lie in the mysterious period when the center of 
Eastern Shore local government was found on Kent Island. Since some account of this period 
is given in the chapters on Talbot and Kent Counties, it is not necessary here to repeat the 
story. We begin, therefore, with the Act of Assembly setting up Queen Anne’s County, 
Chapter 3 of the Acts of 1706. This same act provided for a commission to choose a convenient 
place for erecting a courthouse and otherwise setting up a new county government. 


Courthouse at Queenstown 


The next year another act was passed providing for the seating of the county government 
at the new town to be erected on the land of John Hawkins on Coursey Creek.! Normally, 
authorization to build a courthouse is found in the act erecting the county or in a special act, 
but in this case authorization is contained in a few words lost in a long bill for the erection 
of ports and towns. It may be for this reason that the General Assembly found it necessary 
three years later to pass a confirming act, the text of which follows: 

Whereas there is in Queen Anns County in this Province at Queens Town a good 
and sufft Court house well built made use of and found to be usefull and servicable 
to that County for holding the County Court of the said County and though perhaps 
some Doubts may arise whether the builders Connivers [contrivers] or Justices of the 
County had sufft authority for the building of the said Court house and for Raising and 


Levying tobacco on the Inhabitants of the said County for the defraying the Charge 
thereof. 


Be it Enacted by the Queens most Excellent Maj'’ by and with the advice and 
Consent of her Majt’s Councill and Assembly of this province and the authority of 
the same that all such Doubts be forever unquestioned and that all the builders Con- 
trivers and Levyers of Tob°® for the building of the house af¢ be for their building 
Contriveing and Levying af’ for Ever Indemnified and Saved harmless by Virtue of 
this Act and that the Court House as now built and Employed and two acres of Land 
whereon it is built and scituated forever hereafter deemed adjudged and Esteemed the 
Very true Court house and County Court house Land of Queen Anns County any 
former Act Statute Law Vote of the Delegates of the Generall Assembly warrt & ord" 
of the Councill petition of parties or any thing or things Else to the Contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Provided that the Justices of the said County make or tender full and satisfactory 
payment for the said Lot to him or them it is Due to.’ 


What is of special interest to us here is that in fact Queenstown had become the county 
seat and that by 1710 at the latest a courthouse had been built. Unfortunately, we know 
nothing else about the structure. It must have been fairly sturdy, however, for there are no 
subsequent acts authorizing its repair nor are there any for its enlargement, which indicates 
that its size was adequate. We hear nothing further of it, as a matter of fact, until the Con- 
vention of 1776, which provided for the first elections under the new State Constitution. The 
elections were to be held at the several county seats except for four counties. Queen Anne’s 
was one of those excepted, and there the election was ordered to be held at Chester Mill, 
“where George Hanson now dwells.”? Frederic Emory theorized that this indicated dis- 





1 Ch. 16, Acts of 1707. 3 Proceedings of The Conventions of The Province of Mary- 
2Ch. 7, Acts of 1710; Arch. of Md., XXVII, 570-71. land, 1774-1776, p. 368. 
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satisfaction with the location of the county seat and that there was already sentiment for 
removing the place of government to Chester Mill, later Centreville.‘ 


Courthouse at Centreville 


In 1782, the desire to remove the county seat was expressed in a petition to the General 
Assembly. The petition was granted, and certain commissioners named in the act were author- 
ized to abandon and sell the public buildings in Queenstown which were described as “in 
ruinous condition” and to build a new courthouse and jail at the head of Corsica Creek or in 
that neighborhood.’ Because of the loss of the court records for this period we know nothing 
of the details of the new buildings; we do know, however, that selling the old buildings and 
the public ground at Queenstown proved difficult because the bounds had not been accurately 
measured or the records had been lost. To resolve this impasse the General Assembly, two 
years later, authorized a resurvey of the town of Queenstown.® The resultant plat which was 
ordered to be filed among the records of the county was either never filed or has long since 
disappeared. 


In any case, the sale of the ground did not provide enough money for both the purchase 
of new ground and the erection of new buildings; therefore, in 1788, the General Assembly 
was again called on for help. This time a levy of £1,500 current money was authorized, and 
the commissioners were given the privilege of selling the new land purchased for this purpose 
by the former commissioners or choosing a new site altogether.’ In the next year, an act was 
passed to provide for the continuity of the board of commissioners, and in 1791, an additional 
£600 had to be authorized in order to continue work on the public buildings.* 


The courthouse and jail seem to have been completed at least by 1794, because in that 
year the General Assembly was asked to give legal status to the settlement which was growing 
up around the center of county business. Authorization was granted to survey the area, lay off 
lots and name the town Centreville.’ Moreover, the resultant plat was recorded in the land 
records of the County as directed in the act.'° 


Extensive repairs were authorized for the courthouse in 1868 and again in 1876. The 
architect employed for this latter remodeling was J. Crawford Neilson of Baltimore; the 
builder was Captain James Smith, who undertook the job for $6,800. The building was ready 
for occupancy again shortly after October 15, 1877, when the contract was let to the same 
Captain Smith to finish the courtroom.'' Since then it has been much altered insofar as the 
interior is concerned, but the exterior has remained without much change. The grounds have, 
however, been spoiled in part by the location of a water standpipe behind the courthouse. 





4 Frederic Emory, Queen Anne’s County, Maryland, Balti- 2 Ch; 238. 

more, 1950, p. 115. 10 Queen Anne’s County Land Records, S.T.W. No. 5, p. 358, 
5Ch. 4. April 1798. 
6 Ch. 16, Acts of 1784. 11 Information from local newspaper clippings in the scrap- 
7 Ch. 29. book of the Queen Anne’s County Public Library. 


5 Ch. 38. 
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ST. MARY’S COUNTY 


Courthouse at John Hammond’s 


Although Giles Brent appointed justices to hear cases in St. Mary’s County August 26, 
1644,’ there is no record of a fixed place of county government until ten years later. On 
October 20, 1654, the General Assembly passed an act establishing a county court? and 
shortly thereafter, December 5, 1654, John Hammond was authorized to build at his own cost a 
fitting courthouse and jail. In return for this service he was granted permission to operate 
a ferry over Newtown River for the convenience of those having business with the court, and 
he was also allowed to sell wine and hard liquor at retail.? The best authorities now believe 
that this courthouse was located on Hammond’s property about a mile east of Leonardtown.+ 


Courthouse at St. Mary’s City 


When the General Assembly adjourned, October 18, 1694, it was understood that barring 
an emergency this session, which began September 21, would be the last ever to be held in 
St. Mary’s City. Among other things left behind when the State government departed was 
the handsome, if fragile, state house then only twenty years old. A replica of this large cross- 
style building, one of the most remarkable in the colonies, was built as part of the Maryland 
Tercentenary Celebration in 1934.° The specifications of the General Assembly authorizing 
the structure are unusually full: 


An Act for the building of a state house and Prison att St Maries. 


To th end there may be a decent and Convenient place for the administracén of 
Justice and a prison Erected for the Restraint of Malefactors & persons indebted the 
two houses of your Lordships Generall Assembly Doe pray that itt may be Enacted 
that there be a State house & a prison built att the Citty of St. Maries And Bee itt 
Enacted by the Right Hon!e: the Lord Proprietary with the aduice and Consent of the 
upper and lower houses of this present Generall Assembly and the Authority of the 
same That there be a state house and Prison built att the Citty of St Maries the said 
state house and Prison to be built of brick or stone with lime & sand and to be 
Covered with Slate or tile laid in Morter and to be of these demencons (vizt) the said 
State house to be two Stories high and to Continue in length forty five foote from 
outside to outside with a porch in front sixteene foote Long and twelue foote broad 
in the Clear on the Inside and a staire case over against the Porch on the other side 
sixteene foote Square in the Cleere on the inside the first story of the said house Porch 
and staire Case to be twelue foote from the topp of the floore which shall be paved with 
flatt paveing Stone or Brick to the lower side of the summer and the second story to be 
Nine foote in the Cleere from the upper side of the board to the lower side of the summer 
the walls of the said house Porch and staire case to be built vppon a good secure and sound 
foundacon of twenty eight inches thick from the bottom of the said foundacon to the 
water table which shall be three foote Cleere aboue ground and made shelving of and 
The Rest of the said story to be twenty four Inches thick upp to the first floore the 
walls of the second story of the said house Porch and staire Case to be Ninteene Inches 
thick upp to to the wale plate and soe from the wall plate to the brest of the windows 


1 Arch. of Md., III, 150-51. of the county records has caused this gap in our knowledge of 
2 Ibid., I, 347. the courthouses of St. Mary’s County, a gap which is likely 
8 Ibid. X, 410 never to be filled. It is worth noting that on August 7, 1677, 

UP eee 3 court was held at the house of Stephen Murty at Newtown 

4Much of the information in this paragraph comes from (Arch. of Md., LXVIII, 91). Was Murty an innkeeper? 

Edwin W. Beitzell, “Newtown Hundred,’ Md. Hist. Mag., 51, 
125-27. No description of this courthouse seems to have been 
preserved nor is it certain that it was not replaced before the 
county seat was transferred to St. Mary’s City. The total loss 


5 For a thorough study of the original building and the 
replica see Henry Chandlee Forman, Jamestown and St. Mary’s, 
Buried Cities of Romance, Baltimore, 1938, pp. 282-95, 
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of the Garrett att the Gable Ends and from the brest of the said windows upp to 
the point of the Gable Ends fourteen Inches thick onely the said Porch to haue an 
arch in front six foote wide in the Cleere and Eleven foote high to the Keystone of 
the Arch with two Arches on each side aboue the bentles and agate into the hall of 
five foote wide and tenn foote high the Stairecase to haue a door to open out of the 
hall of the same demensions and a private doore to open into the garden of three foote 
wide and six foote high vnder the first halfe pace of the staires which staires shall be 
halfe pace Staires six Inches and a halfe riseing & a foote in stepp for the first story, 
and six Inches riseing and a foote in stepp for the second story all to be made of good 
white Oke quartered Planck and a window vppon each halfe pace the Inner doores of 
the first story of the said house to be four foote wide Eight foote high as alsoe the 
windows of the Hall which shall be Eight In number with double lights divided with 
a transome att two thirds of the hight of the said windoes the doores of the second 
story to be three foote & halfe wide and seven foote high and the windoes of the said 
story two foote & half wide & five foote high with double lights to be divided with a 
Transome att two thirds of their height which said windoes in the second story shall 
be eight in number as in the first story directly over the windows of the first story 
besides one in the second story in the Porch of the same demensions with those in the 
Chambers of the second story that there be three particons in the second story as the 
Gouernour shall direct the said particdns double Lathed and plaistred the floores to be 
laid with quartered planck inch & quarter thick after plained either good white Oke or 
Pine of this Countrey sawen while the Turpentine is in them the doores all bottened 
with good substanciall hinges Spring stock locks & Latches two Iron Casements to 
every window in the said house the frames and Casements to be well laid in Lynseede 
Oyle according to art and glased with good Cleer square glasse, the summers and 
Girders for the floores to be sixteene & twelue Inches square the Iyce six and four 
Inches square standing twelve Inches a sunder the wall plates all round the house 
porch and Staire Case to be twelue and seven Inches square the Rafters Eighteene 
foote & halfe long standing twelue Inches a sunder with six paire of principalls and 
double purloines framed in even with the Rafters & to be morticed in & every paire of 
Principalls to be braced in & every paire of Rafters to haue two buttoned braces to 
the Collor beame every paire of Principalls to be tenn & Eight Inches square the pur- 
loines six Inches square the small Rafters four and three Inches square to be topped 
with mortice and Tennant and pinned att head & hipp tenanted att the foote the Laths 
for the tile of heart of white Oke & one Inch thick the principall Rafters of the porch 
& staire Case to be seven & five Inches & the feete of the Rafters to Jett over a foote 
& halfe on each side with Basboards att the Gable Ends & Piramedes the whole house 
to be well plaistered within & the Roofes well sealed & the walls well pointed without 
with good lime the said Prison to be Substancially built of Stone or brick laid in 
lime & sand twenty four foote long in the Cleer within & fifteen foote wide within 
Nine foot high to the plate and a particon in the midle with a floore below paved with 
flatt Stone or Brick and another aboue laid with planck and Covered with tile laid in 
morter with Sufficient locks barrs and windowes fitt for a prison the said state house 
and prison to be Compleate & ended by the Last day of October which shall be in the 
yeare of our Lord God 1676 And for the building of which State house and prison 
Bee itt Enacted by the Authority aforesaid and with the aduice and Consent aforesaid 
that there be Leavyed by the Gouernour and Councill by an Equall Assessment vppon 
the taxable persons of the said Prouince the sume of three hundred and thirty thow- 
sand pounds of Tobacco to be payd to John Quigley his heires Executors or adminis- 
trators who hath vndertaken to build the said state house & prison by the Last day of 
October which shall be in the yeare of our Lord God 1676 as aforesaid the same to be 
Leavyed and payd as aforesaid when the said John Quigley his heires Executors or 
administrators shall fully and Compleately have finished the State house and prison 
in manner & forme as is in and by this act before Expressed and declared. 


Provided allwaies that the said John Quigley Carry the Roofe of the upper 
staires of the statehouse of sufficient heighth that there may be Convenient landing & 
head way att the Topp of the staires.® 


Although this building seems to have been continually in disrepair from the beginning, it 
was still usable in 1695, and the General Assembly rather than sell or otherwise dispose of it, 
gave it to the justices of St. Mary’s County so “That the place for holding the County Court 
of St Marys County shall forever hereafter be att the City of St Marys in the State house of 


6 Arch. of Md., II, 404-07. 
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the said City there formerly built att the Cost and Charge of this province and in no other 
place of the said County whatsoever the same State house being hereby Allotted and appointed 
by this present Generall Assembly to the County of St Marys for holding and keeping theire 
Courts in and such other decent Services as to the Justices of the same County in full Court 
shall be Consented and agreed to.” 7 


But after the lapse of only a very few years the same residents of St. Mary’s County and 
City who had tried to persuade the members of the General Assembly that St. Mary’s City— 
and not Annapolis—was the most convenient place in the Province for the holding of courts 
and for other governmental business, now argued that St. Mary’s City was not even a con- 
venient place for the county seat of St. Mary’s County! We know that in 1697/8 the state 
house was still in use as the county courthouse,® but sometime between that date and 1708 
it ceased to serve that purpose. 


First Courthouse at Shepherd’s Old Fields—Seymour Town 


In an act of the November Session of 1708, the General Assembly notes that ‘“‘the publick 
buildings and the Lands thereto belonging in the Town of S‘ Maries in St Mary’s County are 
now diverted from the Use for which they were intended, therefore it is thought fitt the same 
be Sold and disposed of for the use of the publick.” ° 


In the same act, permission was granted for the selection of Shepherd’s Old Fields as the 
new site for the county seat, and commissioners were appointed to lay off a town and to erect 
the necessary buildings. And until the buildings were ready, the court could meet at the place 
of Thomas Cooper near the new town site. When the General Assembly convened for the 
October Session of 1710, this new wooden courthouse was finished and an act was passed 
authorizing the justices of the county to continue meeting at the new site, which was then 
already known as Seymour Town?® and which was later to become Leonardtown.'! The 
justices were now absolved from the mandate of the Act of 1695 requiring them to meet for- 
ever afterward in the old state house at St. Mary’s City, and they were ordered to remove the 
records from that place to Seymour Town. 


Second Courthouse at Seymour Town-Leonardtown 


In 1736, the General Assembly empowered the justices of St. Mary’s County to replace 
the wooden courthouse which had fallen into disrepair, and to build a new courthouse and 
repository for the records; and the act further specified that the new building or buildings 
should be of brick.” 


It seems that this courthouse of 1736 was extraordinarily sturdy for we hear of no com- 
plaint for almost a hundred years. It must have been large too for the times in order to meet 
the expanding needs of the court, but since there is no description, we cannot be sure. In any 
case, it survived until March 8, 1831, when it caught fire and was almost totally destroyed. 


Third Courthouse at Leonardtown 


In the ceremonies accompanying the cornerstone laying of the new building, it was said 
that “the Seat of Justice of St. Mary’s County accidentally took fire and notwithstanding the 
presence of a large concourse of Citizens the flames had progressed too far to be arrested, and 
the building with many of its land and other records was entirely consumed.” The Levy Court 





7. Ch. 13, Bacon’s Laws. Text taken from Arch. of Md., XIX, 10 Ch, 6. 

214, 12 Ch. 16, Acts of 1728. 
* Arch. of Md., XXII, 102. 12 Ch, 14, April Session; Arch. of Md., XXXIX, 483. 
9 Ch. 38, Bacon’s Laws. Text taken from Arch. of Md., 

XXVII, 349. 
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appointed commissioners to build a new courthouse immediately. These gentlemen borrowed 
$8,510 for the purpose from Robert Gilmor of Baltimore. The architect was William F. Small 
of that city and the builder, Ignatius Mudd of Washington, D. C. On August 6, 1831, the 
cornerstone was laid by Captain George Dent, a veteran of the Revolution, and the oration 
was delivered by Henry G. S. Key. Among the items deposited in the cornerstone was the 
motto “May the arrow of death quiver in the hearts of those who attempt to stifle the pure 
ermine of Justice within these walls.” 


Such was the impressive beginning of the handsome Italian Renaissance structure created 
by William Small.'‘ Legislative authorization for the project was forthcoming at the next 
session of the General Assembly '° and the county seems to have taken possession shortly 
thereafter. 


Additions to the Courthouse at Leonardtown 


This building continued in use until 1899 when it was razed to make room for the Vic- 
torian courthouse, which was completed by 1901 at a cost of about $22,000.1° This building 
was not so imposing as its predecessor, but it provided adequate space for fifty years. It 
was designed and built by the B. I. Smith Company, Contractors. The chronology of the 
building is quite full because the minutes of the building committee on which his grand- 
father, Enoch Booth Abell, served have been preserved by Thomas E. Stokel of Leonardtown. 
We know from this source that the removal of the old building was completed on May 4, 1901, 
and the foundation of the new begun May 6. We are also told that Joseph H. Key was selected 
as orator at the cornerstone ceremonies and that George B. Dent was chosen to lay the stone. 
It has undergone extensive remodeling in recent years, and in 1957 it was entirely rebuilt 
according to the plans of Frederick Tilp, Architect of Washington, D. C. The contractor was 
Mervell M. Dean, Hollywood, St. Mary’s County. The approximate cost of the work was 
$450,000, part of which was derived from a bond issue authorized by Chapter 108 of the 
Acts Of 1955.7" 





13 This information is from Chronicles of St. Mary’s, I, No. 1, 16 The bond issue to pay for the building was authorized by 
Leonardtown, St. Mary’s County Historical Society, June 1953. Chapter 4, Acts of 1902. 

14 For other examples of his work see Richard H. Howland 17 This information was courteously furnished by Mrs. Sara 
and Eleanor P. Spencer, The Architecture of Baltimore, Balti- M. King, Clerk to the County Commissioners, and the Honorable 
more, 1953, pp. 59-60. C. Benedict Greenwell, Clerk of the Circuit Court for St. Mary’s 

15 Ch. 55, Acts of 1831. ; County. 
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SOMERSET COUNTY 


On August 22, 1666, all that part of the Eastern Shore below the Nanticoke was erected 
into a new county called after Lady Mary Somerset, sister of the wife of Cecilius, Second Lord 
Baltimore.t This area and the adjoining land between the Nanticoke and the Choptank had 
been known as “the Eastern Shore” and had had a kind of provisional government for some- 
thing over a year prior to the erection of Somerset and [a little later or perhaps at the same 
time] of Dorchester Counties.? Even a clerk, George Johnson, was appointed, and he kept the 
records of the county—they are still in existence—until the formal erection of Somerset 
County the next year, and the appointment of a regular clerk, Edmund Beauchamp. 


Court at Thomas Poole’s and Revell’s Neck 


This county court, if we may be permitted to call it that, was held at Thomas Poole’s on 
the south side of the Back Creek of Manokin River. While individual sessions were held at 
various other places, the settled place of holding court appears to have continued to be at 
Thomas Poole’s until sometime before August 1670, when it seems to have been located on 
the property of Randall Revell, called “‘Revell’s Neck,” on the Manokin River a mile or two 
below the mouth of King’s Creek. No doubt this second seat of justice was only a private 
residence for on April 19, 1671, the Governor issued an order to the Justices of Somerset Court 
calling attention to the lack of a proper courthouse. The unusual delay was due to a difference 
of opinion as to the site of a permanent county seat, and the Governor appointed a commission 
of three members speedily to fix on a site. They agreed upon a tract of land owned by John 
Westlock on Trading Branch. But the issue then became more confused because in the mean- 
while, Henry Smith had offered the Justices of the county both land and building if the court 
would guarantee to meet there permanently. The site he offered was at the head of Back 
Creek at Manokin on the plantation where Thomas Poole lately lived and where the courts of 
the County were formerly held. The Justices accepted the offer but some impediment now 
unknown must have arisen to prevent the fulfillment of this agreement. 


Courthouse at Ilchester 


In any case, on April 6, 1675, a warrant was issued for laying out fifty acres of land 
for the use of the county, to be known as IIchester and lying on the southwest side of a branch 
of Manokin River called Smith’s Branch. Some months later, the sheriff was ordered to levy 
for the erection of a courthouse and a prison; the funds raised were to be given to David 
Browne who would in turn pay the workmen. David Browne may, therefore, have been the 
builder. On June 15, 1676, it was ordered that two acres of ground never yet taken up and 
adjacent to the newly erected courthouse be confirmed to the county. 


The New Courthouse Called “Unity” 


Whatever happened to this courthouse is also mysterious: in November 1683, there is a 
reference in the Judgment records to a “new Court house called Unity.” At that time the 





1 Arch. of Md., III, 553-55. cutting off of Worcester County (1742) and after that, until 


2'This account of the courthouses of Somerset County is in 1905, from the address of H. Fillmore Lankford, delivered at 
part adapted from Clayton Torrence, Old Somerset on the the dedication of the present (built 1905) courthouse and found 
Eastern Shore, Richmond, Va., 1935; for the period before the in the proceedings of the court, Liber O.T.B. No. 1, pp. 58-84. 
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justices accepted Captain Henry Smith’s offer to finish the courthouse and their agreement 
was duly recorded in the records of the county: 


At a County Court by ajournment held the 28" day of November Annoque Dom. 
1683 before His Lorp’. Justices thereunto assigned and Authorized 


Whereas Capt". Henry Smith made a proposall to ffinish the Co't: house for and in 
consideration of Twelve Thousand pounds of tobacco to be paid this present year out 
of the County Leavy & five hundred pounds of tobacco for the fine of Elizabeth Doring- 
ton due to be paid by John Walter as security to be performed in Work of his Trade 
Capt". John Winder Security to see the same performed This Co": taking the premises 
into their Consideration Doe ord’. that there be paid this present year out of the 
County Leavy to Capt". Henry Smith on his order Twelve Thousand pounds of tobacco 
and also That John Walter as security for Elizabeth Dorington pay unto the said 
Capt". Henry Smith five hundred pounds of Tobacco. The said Capt". Henry Smith to 
ffinish or cause to be finished the Court house well plankt above and also below with 
good and substantiall sleepers in both the lower roomes and the upper roome to be 
divided into Two the outermost Doore of the house with hinges locks and keys staires 
Glass Windowes Carpinters Joyners & Turners work Barr seats for Justices & pinacles 
Tables & all other necessities to the Compleating of the said Co". house/ 


This same Day Commissioners as afore Whereas Capt". Henry Smith made a Pro- 
posall to this Court to build or Cause to be built & finished an sufficient dwelling house 
Twenty foot long & Sixteen foot wide with an Inside Chimney and alsoe one Stable 
thirty foote long Twelve foote & ahalfe wide with rail & Mannger for and in Con- 
sideration of the severall fines for Spinning of Wooll into good yarne; It is ordered 
that the severall persons Concerned for the payment of such fines pay the same unto 
Capt". Henry Smith on his order in Tobacco: And that the said Capt". Henry Smith 
Cause the said House to be built accordingly on the County Land where the Court 
house now is.* 


The site of this courthouse, finished by Captain Henry Smith, has been positively located on 


the south side of Manokin River on a part of a tract of land called ““Webley”’ whose bounds 
are known.* 


It is not possible to determine now whether Smith’s work was unsatisfactory or whether 
the justices changed their minds later about how they wanted the courthouse. In any case, on 
November 14, 1688, the justices made an agreement with William Venables 


to cover the court house and to remove the stairs that now are and to make a staircase 
in the next corner and to remove the partition further in and to make a table for the 
justices as also to make a seat for the justices with agreeable chairs in the middle 
and a panell overhead, the said chairs with my Lord’s coat of arms to be carved in 
the same and a barr with a table and seat for the clerk and the same and every part 
thereof to be made well according to plat. 


Venables was to furnish the materials and he was to receive 5,500 pounds of tobacco.’ The 
plat, were it now in existence, would have inestimable value as a historical document. 


But this courthouse which was so long in building was destined to have an extremely short 
life. We do not know why, but on March 1, 1694, it was ordered by the justices of the county 


that Mr. Francis Jenkins and Capt. William Whittington purchase a tract of land, 
. . near Dividing Creek, and that they erect or build a court house thereon, viz: fifty 
feet long and twenty feet wide, the gable ends of brick with a chimney below and 
above, to be underpinned with bricks and to be solely left to the care and management 
of said Jenkins and Whittington, which charge to be defrayed by the County aforesaid.® 
However, the attempt to abandon the old courthouse met with strong resistance. By July of 
that year this conflict had been brought to the attention of the Council which ordered that 
because the new site was not convenient for the majority of the inhabitants 


the person or persons managing the said work wholly desist from carrying on the 
aforementioned building for any such use. And further ordered that the sheriff of the 


3 Deeds, Liber L, O-7, front of page 14, Ms. 5 Tbid., p. 409. 
4 Torrence, op. cit., pp. 408-09. ® Fillmore Lankford, op. cit. 
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County upon the summoning of the inhabitants together for the election of Burgesses 
do at the same time take their several votes under their own hands in writing to the 
end it may be seen and known from them distinctly and severally, where they do think 
is the most convenient place in the County to hold courts, a due return whereof he is 
to make to this Board with all convenient speed.’ 


Courthouse at Dividing Creek 


Whether; this referendum was ever taken is not known; however, three months later, the 
Council reversed itself and ordered that the new courthouse “be out of hand finished and that 
the courts be there held and kept.” Nevertheless, the opponents of the Dividing Creek site 
continued their agitation, whereupon the Governor proposed, on May 1, 1696, that the county 
be divided into two parts so that all would be pleased.* Since this was a distasteful alternative 
for everyone in the county, peace was soon reestablished. The Dividing Creek site was ac- 
cepted. According to Torrence, the exact site “is a lot of ground on the north side of the 
Pocomoke River and west side of Dividing Creek, very near where the Creek enters the River 

. about two miles east of the highway from Princess Anne to Pocomoke City, Maryland.” ° 
Here court met until Worcester County was formed from Somerset, when the county seat was 
removed to Princess Anne. That this courthouse was functioning and in good order in 1697 is 
indicated by this report of a legislative committee of that date: ‘““Somersett County has a very 
good Court house with a brick chimney no ordinary is kept therein, and the Records are Kept 
now att the Clerks Lodgeings.”’ '° 


First Courthouse at Princess Anne 


The act which provided for the division of Somerset County in order to create Worcester 
County also ordered the removal of the Somerset courthouse from Dividing Creek to Princess 
Anne.'' The old courthouse and the county land on which it stood was to be sold and the pro- 
ceeds divided equally between the Commissioners for building the courthouse at Princess Anne 
and those authorized to build the first courthouse for Worcester County. For the new court- 
house, a levy of £1,000 current money was authorized and the commissioners were empowered 
to fix on a likely piece of ground, to buy it if the price proved to be reasonable, otherwise to 
condemn it. The latter course proved necessary. A lot on the northeast corner of Main and 
Broad Streets was selected, an inquisition held and the land was appraised January 3, 
1742/3.'* Apparently this record served in lieu of a deed, for no formal conveyance is to be 
found. The court held its first session at Princess Anne in November 1742, as the act dividing 
the county had ordered, and it met in temporary quarters until the completion of the new 
courthouse which occurred in June 1747. 


None of the earlier writers has mentioned the name of the builder. However, we can 
be certain of his identity because of a Court Order of June 1747: 


WHEREAS a Certain Henry Ballard of Somerset County Gentleman had under- 
taken to build a Court house at Princess Anne Town in and for the County aforesaid, 
and foras much as it appears to the Court here that the said Henry Ballard had built 
the said Court house, and had Comply’d with the articles and plan for building of the 
Same in Every Respect, as on his part Ought to be Complyed with, whereupon the 
Justices Received the Same Court house of the same Ballard, and it is Ordered by 
the Court here That Thomas Hayward Clk of Somerset County Court deliver up unto 
the said Ballard the articles and bond he had entered into for building and Com- 
pleating of the said Court house which was accordingly done— 

AND further it is Ordered that the Clerk of Somerset County aforesaid remove 
the Records of the same County out of the press in the Old Court house and Lodge 
them in the new in the rooms appointed for that purpose as soon as may be with 
Conveniency.'!* 


7 Thid. 11 Ch, 19, Acts of 1742. 


8 Arch. of Md., XIX, 290-91. 12 Somerset County Deeds, O-21, pp. 72-738, Ms. 
9 Op. cit., p. 410, fn. dagger or second footnote. 13 Judicial Record, 1744-47, Somerset County, p. 805, right 
10 Arch. of Md., XXII, 108. side, Ms. 
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What a pity it was that the “plan for building of the Same” was returned! All we know 
about it now is given in one sentence in Lankford: “The building . . . was two-story, of brick, 
and with the entrance on Broad Street.’ In the very next sentence he describes its fate: 

This building was in use for a period of eighty-seven years. It was destroyed by 
a fire which occurred in the day time in the year 1831.'4 The fire was discovered while 
the court was in session, engaged in the hearing of a cause in which the late Benjamin 
Lankford was plaintiff and Col. Gale, ... was defendant. The origin of the fire was 
not known. The Court adjourned somewhat hastily for the day, and met the next day 


in the Somerset Hotel, which stood on the Southeast corner of Main and Prince 
William Streets; and this building also fell a prey to fire in the year 1880. 


But this was long after the Somerset Hotel had been returned to private use. 


Second Courthouse at Princess Anne 


Meanwhile the county followed the usual procedure for building a new courthouse—or in 
this case a courtroom, for both the Clerk of Court and Register of Wills had been housed 
before the fire in what Lankford calls “the old bank building” where they remained until about 
1904, or a year before the completion of the present courthouse. A bill providing for a special 
levy for the new courthouse was passed January 25, 1832.1" At the same session of the General 
Assembly an act was passed authorizing a levy of $100 to be used to lay a sheet of lead over 
the floors of the offices of the Register of Wills and Clerk of Court as a fire prevention 
measure.*® 


A controversy now arose in the county about the location of the new courtroom. Some 
wanted it built on the old site on Broad Street, others preferred a lot of ground on Prince 
William Street, which had been acquired by the county some time before and on part of which 
the old bank building stood.1*7 The new site was favored but doubt arose as to the power of 
the Levy Court to build elsewhere than at the old location. In order to make a choice possible 
an act was passed at the next General Assembly specifically authorizing the court to erect 
the new building on any publicly owned property in Princess Anne and to tear down any 
buildings thereon with the exceptions of the county jail and the “fire proof building in which 
the county records are now kept.” 18 The Prince William Street site was thereupon chosen. 


We know almost less about this courthouse than any of its predecessors. We do not know 
the name of the builder or of the architect, or even the cost. We have only the impressions 
of Lankford: 

. . . the work progressed so rapidly that the foundation was laid by the 1st of May 

[1833] and the building was completed by the end of the year.'® It was substantial 

and well built but poorly ventilated, and without any architectural pretensions. It was 

about the size of this courtroom [of the present courthouse] and was in use for a 

period of seventy-one years. It was demolished in the summer of 1904 to make room 

for the present courthouse. 
Fortunately, a photograph of the courtroom and the record office is preserved in the office of 
the Clerk of Court, with whose permission it is here reproduced. 


Third Courthouse at Princess Anne 


At the 1904 session of the General Assembly an act was passed authorizing the county 
commissioners to borrow up to $30,000 for the construction of a new courthouse, one which 


147t has been impossible to determine the exact date of the microfilm, Hall of Records. The date of the conveyance is 
fire but from indirect evidence found in the Minutes of the April 28, 1827. 
Orphans’ Court and the Levy Court it is possible to say that 18 Ch. 85, Acts of 1832. 


it occurred late in October or early in November. E 
ae 2 19 Meanwhile, the court met at the house of George Dashiell 
PChisdh; Acts of 1851. of John; Dashiell was also authorized to sell material from the 
76 Ch. 184. old courthouse not used in the new one. (Proceedings of the 
17 Somerset County Deeds, Liber G. H. No. 3, pp. 482-84, Levy Court of Somerset County, 1827-1840, no pagination, Ms.) 
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would provide more ample space for the growing needs of the county. They were also em- 
powered to sell the clerk’s office and the office of the county commissioners as well as what 
could be salvaged from the old courthouse, and to use the proceeds therefrom for the new 
building.*’ A special commission was named in the Act to have direct responsibility for the 
courthouse. This group employed the architects Frank E. and Henry R. Davis of Baltimore 
City, and the contract for the building was awarded to Washington P. Pusey of Snow Hill and 
Lawrence L. Pusey of Princess Anne. The first brick was laid August 26, 1904, and the com- 
mission accepted the finished structure November 22, 1905. Lankford, who served as a mem- 
ber of the commission, describes the building in the peroration of his dedicatory address: 
The building is ninety by sixty feet and it is constructed of red sand brick with 

granite foundation and trimmings of Indiana limestone. Of this structure what need 

now be said? It is here to be seen, and to be seen is to be admired and appreciated by 

all. It is strong and substantial, built upon a foundation both broad and deep; it is 

throughout its whole extent well adapted to the purpose for which it was designed; 

it is complete; it is a thing of beauty: may it be a joy to generations yet to come. 

No doubt, to the late Victorians Lankford’s esthetic judgment seemed sound. Perhaps 
some future generation will again find this style beautiful or at least interesting. But our 
contemporaries will not find it stirring nor will they fail to regret the older building which was 
beautiful, despite its inadequate ventilation. In any case, the courthouse of 1905 is still in use 
and it has required few changes in the course of half a century and none of importance. 


20 Ch. 75 
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TALBOT COUNTY 


The history of the early seats of justice in Talbot County is perhaps as confused as any 
in the State of Maryland.’ There is adequate proof that the courts of Kent County, of which 
Talbot County was then a part, were held on Kent Island, now a part of Queen Anne’s County, 
from 1647 to 1654; and they were probably held there for some years afterward.’ 


The exact date and manner of erection of Talbot County is not known. However, it was 
surely in existence by February 18, 1661/62 when a writ was issued to the sheriff by the 


Council. Its bounds as they exist today were not fixed until the erection of Caroline County 
inns i5. 


The first court record which has been preserved is for the April term of 1662 and that 
court was held at the home of Mr. William Coursey. The second court, held the following June, 
met at the home of Richard Woolman and it appears to have continued to meet in the homes 
of the various justices for some years thereafter. 


At a court held August 27, 1674, at the house of Jonathan Hopkinson on Wye River the 
said Hopkinson contracted to sell his house and ten acres of land to the justices and he also 
contracted to build a prison for the use of the county.? The agreement with Hopkinson was 
revised at the ensuing March term to enlarge the taking to twenty acres. The amount paid 
him is not definitely known; but as he was allowed 10,000 pounds of tobacco in the next levy, 
it is reasonable to assume that such was his price for land, house and building of the prison. 
In June of 1679, the justices agreed with Elizabeth Winkles for her to occupy part of the house 
which was then used ‘‘to Keepe Court in,” * and at the same time one of the justices was auth- 
orized to treat with Richard Swetnam about keeping ordinary in the same house and also 
about building a new courthouse. 


Courthouse at York 


This new courthouse is assumed to have been built on the same site, perhaps on the south 
side of Skipton Creek and close by Wye Landing. At the March meeting of court, 1679/80, a 
detailed agreement was entered into between the justices and Swetnam. Unfortunately, the 
“Ruff Plott heere annexed” has not survived, but the detail is sufficient to give us a fairly good 
idea of what this first specially built courthouse for Talbot County looked like. 


This Indenture made the sixteenth day of March one thousand six hundred 
seaventy and nine between Richard Woolman Major William Coursey Coll: Philemon 
Loyd Edward Mann Capt. George Cowley James Murphy William Combes Comission’s. 
for the County of Talbott of the one party & Richard Swetnam Carpenter of the other 
party Wittnesseth that it is Covenanted granted bargained Concluded and agreed by & 
between the said parties in manner and forme following that is to say that the sd. 
Richard Swetnam for himself his heirs Execut's & Adm's doth covenant in manner & 
forme as hereafter from Article to Article doth ensue & follow that is to say that the 
sd. Richard Swetnam att his owne Propper Cost & charges shall forthwith sett aboute 
& Prosecute the building of one County Court house upon the County Land in Wye 
River in Talbott County the sd. building to be according to Ruff Plott heere annexed 
that is to say fifty foote by twenty-three with a Court Hall of eighteene foote by 
eighteene with a Porch eight foote by eight the whole building to be of three stories 


1 Much of the material given here is derived from Oswald 3 Court Minutes, 1674-1674-5, Ms., and cited in Tilghman, II, 
Tilghman, History of Talbot County Maryland, Baltimore, 1915, 209. 
Vol. II, 200-245. 4 Tilghman, II, 207. 

2 Ibid., II, 202. 
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Pitch‘. the first twelve foote in the cleere the second nine-foote & the third Eight foote 
with an Italion or hipt. Roofe with Lutarnes hipt. with twelve Archytryve Windowes 
in the two Cleere storyes with Cornishes over the heads of the Windowes two of them 
in the Court Hall of eight foote by seaven the Rest five by six with seaven or eight 
Lutarne Windowes in the Roofe together with two stacks of brick Chimneys of fower 
harths of eight foote within the Gaumes with a fayre open vill [well] stare Casse up 
unto the Roofe haveing severall partitions with folding Wenscoatt dores where nessi- 
sary the lower Dores p[b]olectioned with two chimney pieces for the lower roomes The 
Court Hall to be wenscoated Raild & banisterd seald & inclosed in such forme & 
manner & as Comendable as in the Provinciall State House with good & sufficient light 
Clapboard Covering & Weather Boarding with a Second Covering the second yeare 
after finished the whole building to be pform’d & finished att his the st Swetnams 
owne Charge saving Glass hooks hinges boltes & locks onely excepted; with all brick 
laying & plastering worke & under Pining with brick or stone wt" is to be done by 
some knowne woorkman who is suffitiently to Calk Render wash & stopp the whole 
building & Prime the Windowes in Oyle Coll: Philemon Loyd to provide & finde him 
Colores that the whole woorke to be substantially built woorkman Like & that all the 
severall timbers therto be good proportion & of such regular scanling as shall be 
reasonably advised by any good Archytecktare in Consideration of w*" bargains Cove- 
nants Promises Articles & agreements of the part of the s4. Richard Swetnam by him 
his heyrs Execut's or Adm’s well & truly to be pformed fulfilled & kept as afores’ the 
s’, Richard Woolman Major William Coursey Coll: Philemon Loyd Edward Mann Capt. 
George Cooly James Murphy William Combes Comission's for the County afores? have 
agreed to pay in behalfe of the s* County unto him the s¢ Richard Swetnam his heyres 
ex's Adm's or assignes one hundred & thirty thousand pounds of tobacco one Moyty 


att the sealing & delivery of these presents....° 


This building seems to have been completed before 1685.* The settlement which built up 
around it came to be known as York, and from time to time facilities for lodging and vic- 
tualling of man and beast expanded to meet the needs of a growing population. The courthouse 
itself ministered to some of the needs, for in spite of the court order of 1684, an ordinary was 
kept in the courthouse and in 1697 it returned a fair revenue to the county.’ 


An act of 1706 provided for the erection of Queen Anne’s County.* When the lines had 
been settled, York was still in Talbot County but on the edge rather than in the center as 
theretofore. At the court session of August 21, 1706, a commission was appointed to select a 
new site for the county seat and the last session of court was held at York on June 17, 1707. 


First Courthouse at Haston 


The next court met at Oxford on August 19 following, in the house of Daniel Sherwood, 
where it continued to meet at least through November 1708 and probably for the duration of 
the Oxford period. In the meanwhile, at November Court of 1706, the courthouse was rented 
to Ralph Stevenson until it was demolished in November 1708, and the lead from the roof sold 
to John Sherwood. It was apparently the intention of the commission to make Oxford the 
county town. Accordingly, town lots were resurveyed and some other preparations made. At 


5 Talbot County Judgments, 1675-1682, ff. 494-95, Ms., and 16 January 1683 

cited in Tilghman, II, 212-13. To William Coursey for Laying out the County Land... 

16 day of (7?) 1684 

Ordered by this Court that noe Drink be sold in the 
Court House or Drunk there during the Sitting of 
the Court on forfiture of two shillings six pence for 
every Pott or Bottle of Drink sold during the sitting 
of the Court as aforesaid. 

To Col. Lloyd for Lead-glass and other thins for the 
Court House... 

To Richard Sweatnam for part of his last payment for 
Building the Court House... 


6 Some changes in the original plans, among them an enlarge- 
ment of the porch, as well as the names of several suppliers are 
found in the Judgments record of 1682-1685 as follows: 

To Mr. Sweatnam for addition to the Porch to the 
Court House... 

This Court hath ordered that Col. Philemon Lloyd send 
to England for the Statute Books as the Lawe 
provides, together with glass hooks and hinges and 
oyle for the County House. 

16 January 1688. 


j : - Timber to Double Cover the Nov. 17, 1685 
ag ‘ron ctleennipiae EIR a ae To Wm. Wrench for Glazeing the Court House . . 


16 January 1683 7 Arch. of Md., XXII, 102-08. 


To Richard Jones for Hooks and hinges for the County 8 Ch. 3, April Session. 
House According to Mr. Sweatnam’s direction... 
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the November Session of 1709, an agreement was even made for the construction of a court- 
house. But for some reason this contract was not carried out. 


Then on November 4, 1710, an act was passed empowering the justices to purchase land 
at Pitt’s Bridge for the purpose of erecting a courthouse.® Consequently, the next court, that 
of January 16, 1710/ 11, met for this purpose at the plantation of Philemon Armstrong ‘near 
Pitts His Bridge.” Several other special courts were held here for the purpose of choosing 
the site and setting a fair price. This task was concluded at a court held on March 1 of the 
same year.” The site, the same on which the present courthouse stands, was apparently 


wooded, for the levy allowed a sum of money for the necessary grubbing, and a road and a 
bridge had to be built. 


The justices entrusted the building of the courthouse to Philemon Hemsley and their 
agreement was extremely detailed: 


Articles of agreement made and concluded by and between we the subscribers her 
majesties Justices of Talbot County of the one part and Philemon Hemsley of Queen 
Anns County Gent”. of the other part Witnesseth, whereas there is a certain act of 
assembly in this province entituled An Act for building and erecting a Court House for 
Talbot County at or near Pitts Bridge impowering the said Justices or the major part 
of them to treat and agree with undertakers or workmen for building a Court house 
for the said county at the place aforesaid; In pursuence of the said act we the said 
Justices hereunto subscribed, have accordingly treated and mutually agreed to and 
with the said Philemon Hemsley for building a Court house on two acres of land 
already laid out near Pitts Bridge for that purpose according to the Plott of the said 
house drawn by the said Philemon Hemsley and the Dimensions fol: viz'. 


First. The said house to be thirty foot long in the clear and twenty foot wide in 
the clear with a back building for the Seat of Judicature of twelve foot and eighteen 
foot in the clear; and thirteen foot pitch from the level of the earth to the wall of 
plate; the walls of the said house all around from the foundation to the water table to 
be two brick thick and a brick and a half upward to the wall plate; and the gabel 
ends above joyce to be one brick thick with a small chimney in the chamber that is 
over the Seat of Judicature; the said building to be built of well burnt brick Laid in 
good Sufficient mortar workmanlike; the front of the said house of Smooth bricks; with 
blue headers and stretchers to be rubbed from the Sills of the Windows upwards to the 
wallplate with Streight arches over the windows done workmanlike; the ends and back 
part of the said house to be plain good work with a hemsome Peddiment over the front 
doore supported with well turned Cullums and bases of Cedar and Locust; the roof 
of the S4. house to be well shingled with Cypress Shingles sheweing mundillions in 
the front barge boards at the ends; all the back eaves to be well boxt with good mould- 
ing workmanlike; the front Door to be Cedar or Locust if Cedar the Sill to be Locust 
with Lights over the Door worked with Archytrive on the s*. Doore Case the front to 
have archytrive Transome windows all the other windows to be plain transome windows 
except the Dormers which are to be without transome; the Seat of Judicature to be 
handsomele Wenscutt; with a Suitable chaire benches railes and ballisters with tables 
and benches for the attorneys; with Suitable railes and ballesters round where the 
Grand and Pettit jurys must Stand; with convenient Stairs for either jury to go up 
Stairs at either end; as Described in the Platt; all the floor within the railes and 
Seat of Judicature to be planked; all without well paved; the upper floor to be rab- 
bitted or Grooved Devided into Convenient rooms with Pettitions of Plank with good 
frame doors; the front doore to be a hansome Double Doore the joyce of the said 
house to be all galloping joyce of Ten inches and four inches Square; the Rafters 
Seven and four inches square at foot and four inches Square at head; the inside of 
the said house or building above Stairs; and below, to be well lathed and plastered all 
the windows of the said house to be well glazed with Led and Glass; Except the Lower 
Lights in the transome windows in the front and End below joyce which are to have 
shetters instead of glass; all the windows front doore cullums peddiments Dorments 
and Eaves of the said house and Seat of Judicature to be well primed and painted. 

Secondly. The said Philemon Hemsley doth promise to compleat and finish the s‘. 


eiCbambe 


10 The minutes of these special sessions of the court are to be the papers of the Court. They were also recorded verbatim in 
found in Tilghman, II, 221-28. The original records, once lost, Land Records, S.T.H. No. 65, ff. 529-81, of that year. Ms., 
were returned to the clerk’s office in 1854 and were filed among Clerk’s office, Easton. 
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building in every respect workmanlike, according to the Dementions and Directions 
as above specified by the Twentyeth Day of November which shall happen in the 
year of our Lord One Thousand Seven hundred and Twelve; and also to finde and pro- 
vide for the said Justices a Convenient house at or near the said place called Pitt’s 
Bridge to hold Court in on the third Tuesday in June next and During the building of 
the Said house &ca. 


In consideration whereof we the Said Justices being authorized as aforesaid Doe 
agree to pay him the Said Philemon Hemsley or his assignes the full and just Quantity 
of one Hundred and fifteen thousand pounds of Good merchantable tobacco; convenient 
in the aforesaid County (that is to say) sixty thousand pounds of Tobacco this present 
year and the sum of Twenty Thousand pounds of tobacco at the closeing of the said 
house and the remaining part at the finishing of the aforesaid worke; In witness 
whereof the Partys above said have hereunto set their hands and Seals the Twenty 
third day of March in the Tenth year of the reigne of our sovereigne Lady Anne of 
Great Britain France and Ireland Queen Defender of the faith &c. Annog. Domini 1710.!! 


Progress on the building was rapid enough so that the next year, 1712, the June session of 
court could be accommodated in it. This courthouse continued in use until 1792.” 


Second Courthouse at Easton 


Before this time, however, the old courthouse had become possibly too dilapidated and 
certainly too small to accommodate the county offices as well as the General Court of the 
Eastern Shore, and a petition was sent to the General Assembly of 1789 asking for authority 
to build a new one.'? The commissioners were given the usual authority to levy for this pur- 
pose, to enter into a contract with a builder, and so forth. They were, however, instructed to 
erect the new structure on the public grounds at Easton. Apparently it was first assumed that 
a place could be found for the new building alongside the old courthouse, but this proved not 
to be feasible. Consequently, we find the commissioners asking for a new act two years later, 
granting them authority to dispose of the old building. The bill, which passed December 27, 
also authorized the commissioners to rent proper quarters for the county officers and for the 
storage of the county records.'* A supplemental act passed at the same session provided that 
arrangements could also be made for renting a large place for the meeting of the court.” 


In January of the next year there appeared in the Easton Herald an advertisement for 
the sale at public vendue of the old courthouse to be held February 2, 1792, at eleven o’clock 
in the morning on the public grounds at Easton. Presumably the old courthouse was razed 
shortly thereafter and the new one begun. The architect is unknown—and in this case this 
knowledge would be more than ordinarily interesting because the building was one of the 
largest in the State and showed signs of a careful and experienced hand. We do, however, 
know that the builder was a certain Cornelius West who, having completed the building and 
having been paid the £3,000 of current money as provided by law, found himself out of pocket 
a fairly large sum. He thereupon appealed to the General Assembly for relief and was granted 
£150 current money.’® The new courthouse was finished and accepted by the court on 


June 18, 17942" 


11 Talbot County Land Records, R.F. No. 12, ff. 26-27, Ms., The town did not receive the name of Easton until 1788, when 
and cited in Tilghman, II, 225-27. the General Assembly repealed that part of the act concerning 
the General Court which mentioned Dover and ordered the court 
to meet at Talbot in Talbot County ‘‘and that the name of said 
town shall hereafter be called Easton’ (Ch. 16). 


12 Chapter 15, Acts of the February Session, 1777, provided 
that the General Court should continue to meet for the business 
of the Eastern Shore at Talbot Courthouse until a town should 


be laid out at Dover and a courthouse and prison built there. 13°Ch. 36: 

Dover, on the Choptank River, was granted to William Harri- 14 Ch. 4, Acts of 1791. 

son in 1734 and is recorded with a plat in Patent Records of Ie Chose Beruaine aiih the November! terme 701 the court 
the Land Office, HZ. I. No. 2, 682. It was still in the Harrison Peoy ener iaiisnl Thal Dodoo. Roousk over ether Markets Court 
family at this time. This order seems to have been ignored Minutes, Dacs 12/0171, Ma.) 


and presumably the court continued to meet at Talbot Court- be 
house. Curiously enough there appears to have been no settle- Ch. 63, Acts of 1794, 
ment around the courthouse and officially, in the middle of the 17 Minutes of The County Court, Liber W.S.B., Ms. 


century, it was known as the courthouse near Pitt’s Bridge. 
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Second Courthouse at Easton with Additions 


This courthouse of 1794 is still in use in Talbot County. There have been some changes, 
of course. In 1874, the General Assembly authorized the expenditure of $3,000 for construct- 
ing two fireproof vaults, one for the Clerk of the Court and the other for the Register of Wills, 
these vaults to adjoin their offices."* Again, in 1898, the sale of $10,000 in courthouse bonds 
was authorized for the purpose of remodeling, repairing and reconstructing the courthouse.’ 
The architect who directed this extensive work was Henry Brauns. 


Every historian of the area has noted the fine lines, the solid form, the octagonal bay and 
other features which have set this courthouse off from the others of the same period. It was, 
therefore, to be expected that efforts to enlarge or otherwise change the outward appearance 
of the building would arouse public interest. After long controversy, the Board of County 
Commissioners, through its Courthouse Improvement Committee, entered into a contract with 
the architectural firm of Perry, Shaw, Hepburn and Dean of Boston to enlarge the courthouse 
and to remodel the old portion. Of the large expenditure required, $275,000 was authorized by 
Chapter 239 of the Acts of 1955 and by Chapter 311 of the Acts of 1957. Additional funds 
were provided otherwise. 


The end result was the addition of two wings joined by hyphens to the old rehabilitated 
courthouse, forming an enormous Georgian whole. Its size, while providing adequate space for 
the County’s business, has necessarily detracted from the beauty of the square. It is adequate, 
but no more, for recordkeeping. 





15 Ch, 199. 
22 Ch. 39. 
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WASHINGTON COUNTY 


The delegates to the First Maryland Constitutional Convention, which met in Annapolis 
late in 1774-1776, found it necessary to assume executive as well as legislative functions since 
there was no constitutional executive and the General Assembly had not met since the spring 
of 1774. It recognized as a critical problem the enormous size of Frederick County which at 
that time included the area now comprising Frederick, Washington, Montgomery, Allegany, 
Garrett and part of Carroll Counties. 


As a first step in breaking up this administratively unwieldy unit it ordered the creation 
of two new counties, Montgomery and Washington.! This resolution of the Convention set the 
boundaries and named the counties. In the case of Washington County, it also appointed a 
commission empowered to purchase up to four acres of land for the public buildings at a place 
to be determined by the will of the inhabitants of the new county. Funds up to ‘thirteen 
hundred pounds of common money”’ for the buildings were to be provided for in the annual 
levies, and this money was to be turned over to the commissioners who were also authorized 
to contract for the buildings. On September 11, it was resolved that the qualifications for 
voters to decide on the county seat be the same as those required to vote for representatives 
to the Convention.2 Finally, it was provided that in addition to the regular polling place at 
Hagerstown, the election would be held for two days at Skipton beginning November 6 in 
order to accommodate the inhabitants of the western part of the county.’ 


First Courthouse at Hagerstown 


Although no evidence has survived in the records of the county which would prove the 
case, it seems fairly certain that after Hagerstown—or Elizabeth Town as it was then called— 
had been formally chosen as the county seat, work began immediately on the courthouse. It 
was a small building of which the first floor was used as a market. The second floor was used 
as a courtroom and for the miscellaneous governmental functions of the county. We do not 
know exactly when it was completed but it was certainly not done in January 1785—perhaps 
not even in use—for in that year the General Assembly granted to Justices of the county 
authority to levy an additional £1,000 to finish the courthouse and jail. It was the contention 
of the petitioners that such a levy was justified because of the devaluation of money since the 
first authorization had been granted in 1776. The General Assembly, which was long-suffering 
in such matters, accepted this reasoning.* 


No contemporary description of this first Washington County courthouse has survived, 
but we know what it looked like because of the existence of lithographs of the period. It 
consisted of one large court chamber on the second floor and an open space below used fora 
market and later, apparently, as a thoroughfare. Within a few years it had become uncom- 
fortably crowded, and by 1808 the Orphans’ Court and the Register of Wills found it necessary 
to find other quarters. An Act of the General Assembly passed in December 1808 authorized 
the Justices of the Levy Court to levy a sufficient sum each year to pay the rental of such 
quarters and also provided that an additional $160 be collected to pay for rent past due.’ 





1 Proceedings of the Conventions of the Province of Mary- 2 Tbid., p. 253. 
land held at The City of Annapolis in 1774, 1775 & 1776, Balti- 3 Tbid., p. 282. 
more and Annapolis, 1836, pp. 242-45; Proceedings of Sep- 4 Ch. 30, Acts of 1784. Passed January 15, 1785. 
tember 6, 1776. ; 5 Ch. 40, Acts of 1808. 
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Second Courthouse at Hagerstown 


But this stopgap measure also proved insufficient, and within a few years there was 
general agreement that nothing would do but a new courthouse and a new market. It proved 
possible during the legislative session of 1815 to have an act passed providing for the levying 
of up to $30,000 for the new courthouse.* This act, in addition, required that the old market 
and courthouse be razed and that the site be forever after reserved as a thoroughfare. The 
building commissioners named in the act were specifically directed to find a new and more 
suitable site. In the meanwhile, the Justices of the Levy Court were ordered to find suitable 
accommodations for the Clerk of Court who complained that his records were in jeopardy in 
the old building.“ Nor were these expenditures all, for as is customary in such cases, the funds 
provided for building the courthouse were inadequate and the county had to come to the 
General Assembly for a supplemental appropriation, the amount of which is difficult to deter- 
mine. Provision was made for two annual levies of $3,000 each, but in addition all those funds 
collected in the levy of 1821 for building a jail were to be turned over to the commissioners for 
building the courthouse.* And finally, the commissioners had been authorized by the first Act 
for Building a Courthouse to borrow at six percent such funds as they might require before 
the levy had been collected. As things turned out, they borrowed more than any of the author- 
ized levies could repay, and in 1823 they found it necessary to come back to the General Assem- 
bly to pay these outstanding debts and interest which by that time amounted to some $8,000.° 


It was certainly unusual for so much to be spent on a courthouse in Maryland during that 
period—the total amount has been estimated to be $55,000—but what was even more unusual 
was the fact that the completed building was quite handsome. One of the commissioners for 
building the courthouse named in the Act of 1816 was Samuel Ringgold, who knew, or knew of, 
Benjamin Henry Latrobe, the architect of the Roman Catholic Cathedral of Baltimore and 
other notable structures of the period. Latrobe was employed by the commissioners to draw 
the plans for the Washington County structure. His drawings, two of which are preserved in 
the office of the Clerk of Court at Hagerstown and one of which is here reproduced, show ‘a 
fine example of his ideals of simple and monumental design .. .”” in the romanesque tradition 
and strikingly resembling the Cathedral.'® Construction of the courthouse was supervised by 
Thomas Harbaugh." 

Unhappily this courthouse of Latrobe’s, perhaps the handsomest in Maryland at that time, 
did not long survive in its original form. It became apparent immediately that no one could 
be heard in the courtroom. A full account of the acoustical problem and how it was met is 
given by Scharf: 


The court-room was originally on the ground-floor, and extended up to the dome, 
and was hung around with red tapestry. The effect of this was very handsome, but 
it was impossible for a speaker to make himself heard in it. Subsequently an upper 
floor was built, and the court removed up-stairs, but being still under the dome, its 
acoustic properties were as bad as before. The floor was removed and the hall brought 
back to its original position, and the next improvement attempted was a floor made 
directly beneath the dome, in which position it remained until a back building was 
constructed by R. C. Thornsburg, the contractor, in 1859.1? The floor in the old build- 
ing was then restored, and the space above was fitted up for offices. The court-hall 


was then removed to the back building, and no further change was made.... 1% 

6 Ch. 107; an act of the next year removed the responsibility Bevan notes that ‘‘much correspondence between Latrobe and 
for collecting this levy from the sheriff and assigned it to the Ringgold relative to the Court House has been found in the 
county collector, Ch. 107, Acts of 1816; an act of two years Latrobe papers in the possession of the [Latrobe] family.’ 
later provided that the materials from the old combination This material has not been available to the writer. 
courthouse and market or the proceeds thereof were to be 11 According to Scharf, History of Western Maryland, Vol. 
assigned to the new market rather than to the courthouse, II, p. 1106, Harbaugh was also the architect, but this does not 
Ch. 28, Acts of 1818. seem to have been the case. See also Talbot Hamlin, Ben- 

7 Ch. 84, Acts of 1816. jamin Henry Latrobe, New York, 1955, pp. 460-62, and Ferdi- 

8 Ch. 81, Acts of 1820. nand C. Latrobe II, ‘Benjamin Henry Latrobe: Descent and 

8 Ch. 91. Works,”’ Md. Hist. Mag., X XXIII, 260. 

10 Edith Rossiter Bevan, ‘‘Fountain Rock, The Ringgold Home 42 As authorized by Ch. 311, Acts of 1858. 
in Washington County,’ Md. Hist. Mag., XLVII, 24. Mrs. 13 Op. cit., Vol. II, p. 1106. 
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Then, on the night of December 6, 1871, both the old building and the new courtroom were 
burned beyond repair. 


Third Courthouse at Hagerstown 


The county commissioners took steps immediately to find quarters for the courts and the 
other agencies of county government—they could not ask permission of the General Assembly 
for that body was not in session. Accommodations for the court were found in the basement 
room of the Methodist Church, which was located but a short distance from the courthouse." 
At the next session of the General Assembly, the county commissioners were authorized to 
issue bonds in the amount of $75,000 for a new courthouse to be built on the site of the burnt- 
out structure and to be completed “‘on or before July or August first, eighteen hundred and 
seventy-three ....” !° Permission was granted in 1874 for the purchase and improvement of 
several parcels of ground contiguous to the courthouse for the use of the County." 


The new courthouse, designed by H. A. and J. F. Sims, Architects, and built by R. C. 
Thornsburg, was dedicated in the spring of 1874. A great throng had assembled to witness the 
picturesque dedication ceremonies conducted by the Masonic Order and to hear the address of 
Judge Richard Henry Alvey. The building was considered beautiful in its day, but its mid- 
Victorian gingerbread overlaid with the dust and grime of nearly a hundred years offers little 
for the modern critic to admire. Nor was its appearance notably enhanced by the two-story 
addition constructed in the rear of this building in 1933-1934. The architect was A. J. Klink- 
hart. The work was supervised by Hubert A. Mullen, and the cost may have been as much 
as $20,000.17 





14The rental was $400 per year, payment of which was 16 Ch, 397. 
authorized by Ch. 392, Acts of 1872, This act also provided the 17 Information about the present courthouse and the addition 
cost of rental of quarters for the other officers. was kindly furnished by the Honorable G. Merlin Snyder, Clerk 
15 Ch, 278, Acts of 1872. of the Circuit Court. 
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WICOMICO COUNTY 


The predicament of Salisbury, which found itself one-half in Somerset County and the 
other half in Worcester, stimulated the movement for a new county to be created from the 
northern parts of Somerset and Worcester; but the need had otherwise been present for some 
time. Unfortunately, the older counties were reluctant to be divided, and many of the inhabit- 
ants of the area proposed for the new county were unwilling to abandon old loyalties. The 
fight for the new county was carried into the Constitutional Convention of 1867 and there, 
for a time, threatened to obscure the major purpose of the Convention. The contest was settled 
amicably, however, by including a referendum in the constitution itself. The referendum was 
held September 18, 1867, and those in favor of erecting the new county of Wicomico carried 
the day. 


Temporary Courthouse at Salisbury 


The effective date set for the beginning of county government was the following October 5. 
An election of county officers was held in January 1868, and shortly thereafter the search 
began for a place of meeting for the courts and for office space for the other county agencies 
of government. The Town Hall was rented for the use of the circuit court. This hall occupied 
the second floor of the E. E. Jackson Company general store at the southeast corner of Main 
and Market Streets. The offices of the Clerk of Court, Register of Wills, County Commis- 
sioners and Orphans’ Court were located on the second floor of the R. K. Truitt Building on the 
opposite side of Main Street.2 Of course, the need for a proper courthouse was recognized at 
once, but the county found the required expenditure for this purpose too great for the moment. 
It was not until 1874 that legislation was asked to authorize the county commissioners to 
purchase a site and to build a courthouse and prison; * and even then no action appears to have 
been taken to implement the act except to purchase, on June 22, 1875, a suitable lot of ground 
called the “Old Hotel Property.” 4 


First Courthouse at Salisbury 


Four years later another act to provide for a courthouse was passed, and this time the 
county was ready to build.* An architect, E. M. Butz, was employed and the contract for 
building was given to W. V. Hughes.* According to the Salisbury historian, Charles J. Truitt, 
the building cost was approximately $25,000 which the county did not have for reasons not 
now clear, since the county commissioners had been specifically authorized to levy up to $40,000 
for this purpose. Rather than postpone the work, however, five leading citizens offered to lend 


1 Article XIII, Sec. 2. and Levin C. Parsons ‘for the purpose of erecting a court 
2 For these details and much more, the writer is indebted to house.” (Wicomico County Land Records, S.P.T. No. 1, f. 164). 
Charles J. Truitt, Historic Salisbury Maryland, New York, 1932. The conveyance was executed June 13, 1878, and recorded De- 


cember 2, 1878 (S.P.T. No. 3, f. 34), microfilm, Hall of Records. 


3 Ch. 212. 

4 Actually this is the date of the Agreement to sell for $7,000 * Ch. 197, Acts of 1878. 
the “Old Hotel Property’ lying between Division Street and 6 Inventory of the County and Town Archives of Maryland 
Thomas Humphrey’s mill pond and bounded on the north by No. 22, Wicomico County, Maryland Historical Records Survey 
Water Street and on the south by the property of E. L. Wailes Project, Baltimore, 1940, p. 32. 
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the county $5,000 each. Colonel William J. Leonard paid in his pledge immediately and the 
work was begun. But the other four, for various reasons, did not make good their pledges and 
the county was faced with a new stalemate. For several weeks the work stopped altogether 
while the unpaid workmen struck. However, within a short time sufficient funds were raised 
both to finish the courthouse and to repay Colonel Leonard.’ 


Courthouse at Salisbury with Additions 


The courthouse of 1878 inspired the admiration of the staunch mid-Victorians of Wi- 
comico County, but whatever its esthetic value, it proved adequate for its purpose until well 
into the present century. A vault was built for the Clerk of Court in 1905 but apparently no 
enlargement of the building was involved.® 


By the third decade of this century, it became obvious that it needed to be replaced or 
enlarged. But by then Wicomico County, like the rest of the country, found itself lacking in 
funds. When funds did become available through the Federal Emergency Administration of 
Public Works, the county took advantage of the opportunity to enlarge the courthouse. 
W. Twilley and John A. Malone and Ralph W. Williams of Salisbury were the architects for 
this extensive addition, which includes a fourth-floor prison, and Seymour Ruff and Sons, 
Incorporated, were the contractors. The work was done in 1936, and while the courthouse is 
again becoming crowded, it is still far from obsolete.® 





7 Truitt, op. cit., pp. 99-100. 9 Inventory of County and Town Archives, p. 32. 


8 Minute Book, County Commissioners, 1896-1908, pp. 245, 248, 
Ms. The builder was James A. McAllen. 





ae 


(SOW + Glheu 7 PWWhY WOUE! 





; ‘ ie Z > sy ‘ J oe dy es ; 
Jally dedeculid ffl Cilixeses of, S| Mitrelte (eur Gh 4 Mee Cbs UdNe 
asker > ‘ ye od Temi Wace RG! Gil pM RGR AD: ve Se as ay. Vile: Vela tiers TSO. Neuadd Breas Aly Saal 
Waiter Snow School Comms dail Richard Waters Aes saree fh! Tingle ne Farrow 
OFFIC = DrUpshur Office Bale aan aia Office Judge Jota R.Frankh 
orice Richardson Mesinetce 


Courthouse of 1836 


164 


WORCHSTER COUNTY 


Like Charles County, Worcester County has had two births. Its first birth resulted from 
an effort of Lord Baltimore to make good his claim to Delaware, and it did not achieve its 
purpose. It was declared established and its bounds set by an order in Council of October 22, 
1669." The Lords Proprietary fought more or less vigorously until 1750 when they finally 
admitted defeat, and the disputed territory has been in the undisputed possession of Delaware 
ever since.” As there was no courthouse—perhaps even no government—and no records of Old 
Worcester, it can be ignored for our purposes. 


Worcester County as we know it today, with the exception of the area which it lost to 
Delaware in its infancy and the large part which went to form Wicomico County in the next 
century, came into being in 1742. By an act of that year, the General Assembly provided for 
the splitting of Somerset County to form Worcester County; and at the same time it created 
a special commission to build two new courthouses, one for Somerset County at Princess Anne 
and one for Worcester at Snow Hill.*? This act also provided for the sale of the old Somerset 
County Courthouse, the proceeds to be divided between the two counties. In addition, each 
county was permitted to levy up to £1,000 current money for the purchase of a plot of ground 
(it was specified that this should be no less than one-half acre and no more than one acre) 
and the erection of the county building thereon. 


Only a few weeks after the adjournment of the General Assembly, the first book of 
records of the county was opened with a transcription of the commission given the justices of 
the county by Governor Bladen. This is followed by the minutes of the first meeting “held at 
Snow Hill town on the Eleventh day of December .. . at the house of David Murrays.”’ * 


The act setting up the county had provided that should it be impossible to purchase 
ground for a reasonable price the justices were to set up an inquisition composed of twenty- 
four landholders who would fix a just price. The inquisition was called on the same day, De- 
cember 11, and it fixed a price of £15 current money for the two lots.’ Nothing at all is known 
of this first courthouse because all of the relevant county records have been lost, and there 
seems to have been no further recourse to the General Assembly. 


First Courthouse at Snow Hill 


Perhaps this courthouse of 1742-1743 was thoroughly undistinguished and so, like human 
beings of the same ilk, left only a record of birth and death. The cause of death in this case 
was fire, a common fate of courthouses and records in Maryland. This fire, a veritable holo- 
caust, occurred in 1834. The following account by an eyewitness is useful because what it 
describes is an occurrence, unfortunately too frequent in Maryland. 

We are sorry to learn from the following letter, that a most distressing fire took 


place on Monday night, the 24th ult. at Snow Hill, consuming forty houses, the Court 
House, eight Stores, two Hotels, &c. 


1 Arch. of Md. V, 57, 108. Clayton Torrence, Old Somerset On The Eastern Shore Of 
2 Details oti this controversy may he found in Walter A, IEE, and Charles B. Clark, op. cit., II, pp. 1077-1094. 
Powell, ‘‘Fight of A Century Between The Penns And Calverts * Ch, 19. 
Over The Three Lower Counties On Delaware [River] Which * Land Record, Liber A, 1742-1747, f. 5, Ms. 
Resulted In Making The State of Delaware A Separate Com- 5 Tbid., f. 7. Presumably, the land was bought at this time, 
monwealth,” Md. Hist. Mag., XXIX, pp. 83-101. See also but no conveyance has been found. 
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Snow Hill, Nov. 28th, 1834. 


My dear friend, — Our village is in ashes—It took fire from a carpenter’s shop 
in the center of the town. The whole central portion is burned, every house of every 
description. All the stores except Jenkins’ and John Dennis’—both the taverns. John 
Blair’s dwelling, Denwood Williams’s, Annanias Jones’s, Isaac P. Smith’s, E. Dymond’s, 
George Hudson’s, Dr. John R. Purnell’s, Mrs. Due’s, Lewin Townsend’s, Lowell Jenkins’ 
—all the millinery, shoemakers’, tailors’, and all other little shops in the central part of 
the town. The Court House is in ashes—it is said, however, that the records and the 
most valuable papers are saved. I have given you a very imperfect account of this 
most dreadful calamity. I am exhausted almost to faintness. What can be done? 
many of our citizens are houseless, pennyless, without food and clothes. I have lost 
nothing. The saving of J. Dennis’s store and I. P. Smith’s stables was the means of 
Saving all the south-western part of the town. The wind was about west, north-west, 
and blew a fresh breeze. Those who are acquainted with the location of the houses 
burnt, will readily know who are safe. 


Very respectfully, your ob’dt serv’t. 
John S. Martin.® 

The damage to the courthouse was so great that it was judged to be beyond repair. Con- 
sequently, the General Assembly of that year appointed commissioners for the building of a 
new courthouse and authorized the Levy Court of Worcester County to borrow as much as 
$10,000 for the building and furnishings.” No details are given and none are known to this 
writer, except that it was made of brick and was surmounted by a wooden cupola. The act 
does fix the site of the building as the public ground where the late courthouse stood until 
burned. At the next session of the General Assembly the usual provision for the rerecording 
of lost records was made.*® 


Second Courthouse at Snow Hill 


Major changes were made in this courthouse in 1882 and 1883, some of which are listed 
in the act of assembly which authorized the county commissioners to issue bonds for the pur- 
pose. Provision was made for “an addition to the rear of the present court-room, and of a 
second story over the whole of the old court-room so extended, so as to give room for a new 
court-room in said second story.” ® It was also at this time that fireproof vaults were provided 
for the Register of Wills and Clerk of Court, and a new slate roof which covered the whole 
courthouse was built. The cost of these improvements was $8,530.” 


Third Courthouse at Snow Hill 


Unfortunately, this enlarged and improved courthouse was only destined to be of service 
to the county for a single decade. During the night of August 7, 1893, it too was destroyed by 
fire along with the jail and a significant part of the town of Snow Hill. The General Assembly 
did not meet until January 3 of the next year. At that time, an act was passed authorizing the 
county commissioners to borrow up to $25,000 to build a new jail and courthouse, the older 
buildings being beyond repair." They were also empowered to use whatever insurance might 
be collected on the old buildings thereby providing an additional $10,000. 

The commissioners were permitted to employ a “capable architect at a reasonable com- 
pensation.”’ They chose Jackson C. Gott of Baltimore; and for builders, Slemmons and Lank- 
ford of Salisbury. The county commissioners were also instructed to keep a special book in 
which all-expenditures on the new buildings were to be entered. Fortunately, this book was 
kept and is still preserved. From it we learn that the total cost of the red brick Victorian 
courthouse and jail was exactly $37,449.87. The new building was completed in 1894. It has 
remained essentially the same to this day.'” 


6 The Maryland Gazette, December 4, 1834. Microfilm, Hall of the Historical Records Survey, now on deposit at the Hall 
of Records. of Records. The information was drawn from the earliest sur- 

7 Ch. 47. This act passed Feb. 3, 1835. viving book of Minutes of The Board of County Commissioners, 

8 Ch. 279, Acts of 1835. 1869-1885, which is now also at the Hall of Records. 

® Ch. 239, Acts of 1882. 11 Ch, 250, Acts of 1894. 

10 This figure was taken from the report of a field worker 12 Field Report of HRS worker. 
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Wills Creek, Allegany County, 1, 5 
Willson, Joseph, 111 n. 3 
Wilmer, Simon, 106 
Wilmore, My., 107 
Winder, Capt. John, 138 
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Winter’s Run, Baltimore County, 18 
Winthrop, Geo. [?], 79 
Wood, John, 41 
Woolman, Richard, 7, 143, 145 
Worgin, William, 73 
Wrench, William, 145 n. 6 
Wyatt, J. B. Noel, 35 
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York, Talbot County, 143, 145 


“Young Man’s Delight,’ Montgomery County, 113 
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Zekiah Swamp, Charles County, 63 n. 11 
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